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CURRENT TOPICS. 
WE 4RE rvFoRMED that the Prince of Wales has acceptei the 
invitation of the treasurer and the masters of the bench t) dine 
in the Hall of Gray’s-inn on Grand-day, Friday, June 14. 











Tue tist of appeals set down for the Trinity Sittings shews 
77 cases before Court of Appeal No. 1, including 7 in the 
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In orpER to dispose of the 236 witness actions in the Chan- 
cery Division lists, the judges will sit as follows :—Mr. Justice 
Osrrry will, on Tuesday, the 18th inst., sit to hear witness 
actions every day until the 29th inst., with the exception of 
Monday, the 24th inst., and during that period his motions and 
unopposed petitions will be heard by Mr. Justice Norra. Mr. 
Justice Kexewicu will begin his fortnight on Tuesday, the 25th 
inst., and will hear witness actions every day until the 6th of 
July, with the exception of Monday, the Ist of July, and his 
motions and unopposed petitions will during that period be 
heard by Mr. Justice Sriaurve. Mr. Justice Norrn will, on 
Tuesday, the 2nd of July, commence the hearing of witness 
actions, and will continue the same each day until the 13th of 
July, with the exception of Monday, the 8th of July, and 
during that period his motions and unopposed petitions will be 
heard by Mr. Justice Onrrry. Mr. Justice Srraure will, on 
Tuesday, the 9th of July, commence the hearing of witness 
actions, and will continue the same until the 20th of July, and 
his motions and unopposed petitions will during that period be 
heard by Mr. Justice Kexewicn. Mr. Justice Romer will hear 
witness actions each day, subject, of course, to any business he 
may be called upon to take during the absence on circuit of 
Mr. Justice Vavenan WIittAMs. 





In COMMENTING, & — ago, on the existing arrangements 
for recovering the costs of an appeal to the House of Lords 
from a judgment of the Court of Appeal in an action proceed- 
ing in the High Court, we alluded to a case of Brocklesby v. 
Tem Permanent Building Socisty, in which the House of 
iat Temiseed the appeal, with costs; and we pointed out 
that, in the absence of any precedent for making the order of 
the House of Lords an order of the Chancery Division, one of 
the respondents on the appeal had no remedy given them by 
law for recovery of costs except by the issue of a writ for their 
fecovery, and that such writ had been issued. We greatly 
regret to learn that our observations have caused annoyance to 
the appellant in the recent case, who appears to regard them as 
suggesting that, owing to a refusal by him to pay the costs in 
— it became necessary for the respondent to issue a writ for 


recovery. He informs us that the suggestion which he | P 


considers is contained in the article is “‘ entirely unfounded and 
uncalled for.” We trast we need hardly say that no such 
suggestion, nor the smallest reflection on the appellant, was 
intended; nor do we think that anyone could attach such a 
meaning to our observations. The sole intention of the writer 
was to point out that an order of the House of Lords affirming 
the Court of Ap has no executive force, and requires to 
be supplemented by a fresh action—a state of things which 
appeared to us to be a defect in procedure, for which we ven- 
tured to suggest a remedy. We must express our great regret 
that, in consequence of our remarks with regard to the recent 
case, anno should have been caused to an esteemed mem- 
ber of the profession of long standing. 





In THE case of Botten v. . and Suburban Permanent Building | p 
Society (reported elsewhere) G, J, eclin follow 


the decision of Kexewicn, J., in Kemp v. Wright (1894, 2 Oh. 462), 
that the vested rights of members of « Palitie sity oa Le 
altered against their will by an instrument of dissolution. Seo- 
the Buildi ies Act, 1874, specifies as one of the 
modes in which a img society may be dissolved, “ dissolu- 
of 4 ourths of the members, holding 

two-thirds of the number of shares in the society, 
signatures to the instrument of dissolution ” ; 
matters which the instrument of dissolution is to 
ies “‘ the intended a: tion or division of the 
erty of the society.” In Komp v. Wright the 

of dissolution provided that, after payment of the 
the dissolution, the funds should be applied in the 
yment to the members of the amounts standing 

in the books of the society, in case of deficiency 
; and the term ‘“‘ member ”’ was to include all members 
society, whether they had given notice of withdrawal or 
not, members who had given notice being expressly deprived of 
priority. Now mombers of a hnilding society who have given, 
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notice of withdrawal clearly obtain a 
payment over the other members (Sibun v. 


658, 44 Oh. D., p. 371), though this ri hie Hable to. be 

divested tar on qiteantion of the alee Pit v. Ci aad-Sluan 

Permanent eon ocr (41 W. R. 348; 1898, 2 Ch. $11), 
v. Wri 





vested ri 


Kexewrion, J., held that an alteration of 
vested rights effected by an instrument of dissolution is equiva- 
lent to an alteration effected by the rules, and he supported 
accordingly the validity of the direction for equal distribution as 
between withdrawing and other members. But as Srreuie, 
J., pointed out in the present case, the provision for alteration 
of the rules which is contained in section 18 of the Act of 1874 
requires that the alteration shall be effected by a meeting of 
the members, and it does not follow that an instrument of 
dissolution, which can be executed without a meeting, must 
have a similar effect. Hence he held that a provision in an 
instrument of dissolution similar to that in Kemp v. Wright, 
depriving withdrawing members of priority, was invalid. It 
will be nec in future in settling instruments of dissolution 
to observe That the vested rights of members under the rules are 
strictly observed. Any alteration in these rights which it is 

make must be effected previo an alteration in 
68 O society. 

















WE HAVE received a copy of the papers and correspondence 
which have between the Council of the Incorporated 
Law Society and the Lord Chancellor and the Board of Trade 
with reference to the new rules under the Companies (Winding- 
up) Act, 1890, suggested by the Council. The origin of the 
matter is to be found in the letter of Sir Jonw Hrszenrt, on 
behalf of the Treasury, to the Board of Trade, dated the 23rd 
of January, 1893. In that letter, which was an answer to a 
request for a further increase in the number and cost of the 
staff of the official receiver, the Treasury objected to the rapid 

wth of the cost of the Winding- up Department, and attri- 

uted it to the desire of the official receiver to undertake 
liquidations in every case in which the shareholders and creditors 
did not oppose his appointment. This policy, though due 
erhaps to a fair construction of the provisions of the Act of 
1890, nevertheless enabled a Government Department to inter- 
fere far more extensively than had been contemplated, when the 
Bill was under discussion, with the conduct of the joint-stock 
business of the country, and the Treasury urged that a Govern- 
ment Department ought to restrict itself to inquiry into and 
prosecution of offences, and to the preservation of the assets 
until a permanent liquidator was appointed. With a view 
to this it was suggested that the ial receiver should dis- 
courage the appointment of himself as permanent liquidator. In 
order to carry out the policy indicated in Sir Jonn Hiszzrt’s 
letter, the Council of the Inco ted Law Society prepared and 
forwarded to the Lord Chancellor and the Board of Trade a set 
of draft rules, the objects being (1) to ensure that meetings of 
the contributories and creditors should be held within three 
weeks from the date of the winding-up order; (2) to preclude a 
rovisional liquidator from selling the company’s assets, except 
in cases of urgency and with the leave of the court; (3) to 
facilitate the appointment as liquidator of persons other than 
the officials of a public de ent ; and (4) to obviate or reduce 
the expense of proving debts. In the ex tory statement 
accompanying the draft rules it was poi out that the holdin 
of the meetings of creditors and contributories had been dela. 
by the provision of rule 45 of the Rules of 1890, under which 
the meetings were not to be held until the statement of affairs 
had been submitted; and that the provisional liquidator had 
been accustomed to avail himself of the delay to proceed with 
the realization of assets. The draft rules provided, inter alia, 
for the rescission of rule 45; for the prohibition of the realiza- 
tion of assets by the provisional liquidator, save with the leave 
of the court; that the official receiver should advise the 
creditors and contributories to choose some person other than 
himself as liquidator and should not use a general proxy in his 
own favour or against the appointment of another person 
except at the tor po in writing of the person giving the proxy ; 
and that general proxies might be given to any person entitled 
to vote at the meeting. 
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y of Herrvron a three-cornered ensued between 
a the Lord Chancellor, the Board Trade, and the Incor- 
. be ted Law Society. The draft rules were forwarded in 
rban uly, 1894. A month later the Lord Ohancellor transmitted 
}11), the reply of the Board of Trade. In effect it alleged 
o of that Sir Jonny Hrszerr’s letter had been superseded by the 
‘iva. report of the inter-departmental committee to which the letter 
rted had given rise, and that, of the — proposed by the draft 
mn as rules, the only one sup by the report was the first. In 
ING, respect of accelerating the statutory first meetings the Board 
tion were to yield. In all other they adopted an 
1874 attitude of uncompromising resistance, October a lengthy 
z of reply was forwarded to the Lord Chancellor by the Council of 
t of the Incorporated Law Society. Naturally it took objection to 
nust the weight ascribed to the report of the committee. The com- 
1 an mittee restricted themselves to the question whether the action of 
ight, the Board of Trade officials had been in accordance with the pro- 
It visions of the Act, and whether any administrative changes were 
tion necessary to give proper effect to these provisions. Sir Joun Hin- 
} are BER?’s letter, on the other hand, raised the question of the policy of 
it is the Act itself, and on this footing the council desired to carry 
yn in on the discussion. Even, however, if the was to be taken 
— as conclusive, the Board of Trade had failed to notice how it | S7anu 
discountenanced the continuance of the official receiver as liqui- 
dator in cases were large funds had to be raised or heavy fresh 
liabilities incurred for the p of carrying on a business, or 
roe where it was desirable that the liquidation should be effected by 
3 aa the formation of a new company. Moreover, there was nothing 
_— in the report to supersede the expression of the opinion of the 
rs as to the general policy of  apedating non-official 
Rp liquidators, a matter on which the o of the Board of 
Ber} Trade held diametrically opposite views; and the Board of 
' Trade were in error in supposing that there was any duty im- 
‘the posed on a provisional liquidator to realize forthwith the assets 
‘a of the company. At the most, he had a discretion to do so, 
mary which should only be exercised in a case of emergency. 
take 
itors ~~ 
due In Novemser the Council of the Incorporated Law Society 
t of strengthened their position by forwarding to the Lord Chancellor 
iter- ‘a memorial, signed by many leading ers and merchants, in 
the which cordial agreement was expressed with the views contained 
tock in Sir Jonw Hrepert’s letter. mpetition, it was pointed out, 
ern- on the part of officials with yin engaged in professional or 
and mercantile occupations should be restricted within the narrowest 
sets sonar limits, and in cases of insolvency the duties of an official 
view epartment should be confined to investigation and audit, and to 
dis- the prosecution of offenders. The next step in the i 
In was the promulgation of the recent rules (ante, p. 395), by w: 
RT'S the meetingsof creditors and contributories have calenonl. 
and and at the beginning of May the Board of Trade sent to the 
get Lord Chancellor an answer to the Incorporated Law Society's 
3 of criticisms. They now admitted that realization by a pro- 
hree visional liquidator should only take place when prompt 
de a action is necessary, and that the period of isional 
cept liquidation should be as short as possible. ey were 
3) to , also to give formal instructions to their officers 
than against und ing liquidations where large funds had to he 
duce raised or heavy liabilities incurred in on businesses, 
nent but further than this they were not to exercise any 
din influence in favour of the employment of eer ocr a 9 
ay They erred to leave the persons interested unf 
hich their choice. They objected to any restriction on the powers of 
fairs the official receiver under a general proxy, and they referred to 
had the old practice in bankruptcy as shewing the evils which would 
with arise if proxies could be. gi any person entitled to 
alia, vote. ey dilated also at length on the difficulty of separating 
liza- the disciplinary functions under the Act of 1890 from the 
eave administrative. Only a person.who had the actual conduct of 
the the liquidation, it was said, could get at the details n jo 
than secure the punishment of offenders. The final of 
. his the In rated Law Society, dated the 24th of May, 
rson objected that in practice. the creditors and contributories 
Oxy ; do not exercise an unfettered choice in the appointment of 
itled the liquidator, but that the system of throws an over- 





whelming power into the hands of the officials; and in regard 








to the investi and of offences it was 
tah avon tno ar a ous af the Liberator sly weed 
have been avoided, and the course of justice made more certain, 
had the official receiver been relieved of all administrative work. 









































eavy 
i even so much. The 
ing of the interregnum will lessen the chance for undue 


realization of assets. clay tema ge ge must be put on the 
Board of Trade to secure a of its policy in favour of 
official liquidations. At least it is essential that the official 
be deprived of the influence now conferred upon 
him by general proxies, and that actual freedom of choice 


be secured for the creditors and contributories. 









v. Cheeseman 
(43 W. R. 475), while they must be of frequent occurrence in 


court was asked to exercise its discretion in Groom 
practice, had not 


previously been before the court for decision. 
In that case the solicitor 


the plaintiff took security for his 
of a mortgage to a trustee 
in the action, ‘amd over “other 
subsequently applied for a charging order, but Kexewicn, 
J., refused the application, right was but 
ancillary, and his acceptance 
it. The latter point was new as 
old with respect to a solicitor’s p 
last case upon a possessory lien 

417; 1891, 1 Ch. 590), where it was 


costs in the shai 
to be recov 








Re Jayl 
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; on he pec 
hich obtains between solicitor and client, 
presumption being im favour of the client. 
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inference, since 


a banker has not a similar duty towards 
customer.’ 
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ficiary under the derivative settlement, it has hitherto not been 
clear whether the assignee ought to give his notice to the 
trustees of the cdaiaal settlement, the actual holders of the 
fund, or to the trustees of the derivative settlement, under whom 
he directly claims. In Lewin on Trusts (9th ed., p. 800) it is 
laid down distinctly that the former is the correct course. 
‘¢ Where there are two settlements, one original and the other 
derivative, the notice should be given to the trustees of the 
original settlement who hold the property.” And there is judicial 
authority for this view. In Re Booth’s Trusts (1 W. R. 444) a 
sum of stock was held by ettlement of 1799 
for A. for life, and after his death for the persons therein men- 
tioned. By a settlement of 1829 the reversionary interest was 
assigned to trustees on trust for B. for life, with trusts over. B. 
mo: his interest first to C. and then to H. OC. gave notice 
to the trustee of the settlement of 1799; H. to the trustees of 
the settlement of 1829. Woon, V.C., held that O. had priority. 
“The rule of the court is,” he said, ‘‘that notice is to be given 
to the actual holder of the fand, who, though subordinate = 
may be carved out, is the person who alone represents the fund, 
and can be fixed upon with certainty by the court as answerable 
for its distribution.’’ And the Vice-Chancellor pointed out that 
notices would stand a better chance of being transmitted to new 
trustees if they were given.to the persons who had the actual 
custody of the funds. On parting with the fund they would 
also with all the information which had come to them 
affecting the fund. 
This was in 1853, and it does not appear from the report that 
— reference was made to the earlier and contrary decision of 
Ioram, V.C., in Holt v. Dewell (4 Hare, 446). In that case 
stock, to which A. was entitled, was standing in the names of 
D. and L. as trustees. A. bequeathed it to P. and appointed 
D. her sole executor. In 1834, after the death of A., P. assigned 
all his estate and effects to L. and H. as trustees for his 
creditors ; and in 1838 he assigned the stock to X. by way of 
mortgage. X. thereupon gave D. notice of his mortgage, but 
no notice of the assignment of 1834 was given to D. till 1843. 
In the view of Wicram, V.C., the case turned upon the question 
f hether D. had_asvented to the le to P. If he had, the 
trustees held for P., and the notice of the assignment 
of 1834, which they necessarily had through L., gave priority to 
that assignment. If he had not, then D. was a trustee for P., 
and the Vice-Chancellor held that he was the proper person to 
receive notice of an assignment by P. ‘Inthe absence,” he 
‘ said, “‘of any assent by the executor to this specific legacy, 
notice to one of the trustees, in whose name the stock happened 
to be invested, not being the executrix of the testatrix, is 
not sufficient to vest in the parties, claiming by assignment from 
the legatee, that equitable possession of the fund which is 
uired in order to postpone a subsequent incumbrancer, who 
taken the precaution of giving such notice to the executor.” 
In the result it was held that the executor had not assented to 
parks xh and consequently X., by giving notice to him, had 
ined priority. 
It thus appears that the two cases just cited are directly at 


variance. Re Booth a i assignee retained his priority by 
giving notica to the actual holder of the fund, and the second 


assignee got no advantage from his notice to the trusteee of the 
derivative settlement. In Holt v. Dewell the second assignee 
by such notice to the derivative trustees acquired priority, 
though one of the original trustees had notice of the first 
assignment. In Bridge v. Beadon (15 W.R. 527, L. R. 3 Eq. 
664) neither of these cases was referred to, but Lord Romy, 
M.R., though the point was not necessary for his decision, 
the same rule as that laid down in Re Booth, Bya 
marriage settlement in 1807 personal estate was vested in 
trustees on trust for the wife for life, and after her death, in the 
events which happened, as she should appoint. She appointed 
£600 to her nephew A. and £1,500 to her nephew B., and 
inted C. and D. trustees for her nephews to receive and 
invest these sums and apply the interest for their maintenance 
and education, A., after attaining twenty-one, mortgaged the 
sum of £600, first to X. and then to Y. X. gave notice to the 
derivative trustees, but not to the trustee of the settlement of 
1807, Y. gave notice to one of the derivative trustees and also 
to the trustee of the original settlement. Lord Romitty held 


that the trusts of the appointment, that is, of the derivative 
settlement, lasted only during the infancy of the nephews, and 
consequently when A. effected his mortgages the trustee of the 
settlement of 1807 held directly for him, and Y. by giving notice 
to such trustee acquired priority. But he went on to say that, 
even if the trusts of the derivative settlement continued, yet the 
person to whom notice should be given was the person under 
wee control the rary fund ees and on this view say the 
second mortgagee had acquired priority. .¢ 247 «° Aw 
In this state of the enthonitieattiie ausslion has recently been 
considered by the Court of Appeal in v. G (43 
W. R. 465), and determined in accordan e decision of 
Wiaeram, V.C. ewell. H. in 1841, 
by his will gave certam legacies to trustees, and, in the events 
which happened, a share in one of the legacies vested in his son, 
H. A. Green. H. A. Green bequeathed all his residuary estate, 
which included the share, in favour of his children, and appointed 
Kniaur his executor. He died in 1866. One of his daughters 
married in 1878, and, by a post-nuptial settlement, settled all 
the property to which she was or might, during the coverture, 
become entitled upon certain trusts. Subsequently she and her 
husband mortgaged her share under the will of H. A. Green, 
and the mortgagees obtained a stop order on the above-mentioned 
share of the legacy under the will of H. Grezn, which was in 
court. Soon after the trustees of the marriage settlement 
obtained a stop order on the same fund, and then, Kyicur being 
dead, they gave notice of the settlement to his sole executrix. 
For the purpose of determining the priorities the stop orders had 
the same effect as notice to the trustees of H. Green’s will, and 
the question accordingly arose whether the stop order obtained 
by the mortgagees gave them priority over the trustees of the 
settlement, or whether to secure this result they ought to have 
given the notice to the legal personal representative of H. A. 
GrEEN—in other words, to the trustee of the derivative settle- 
ment, H. A. Green’s will. The Court of Appeal, affirming the 
judgment of Srieutne, J., held that the person to whom, 
under__such circumstances, “fotice must bs given is the 
trustee 0 6 derivative settlement. @ reason 18, 
pérhaps, most shortly expressed by saying that there 
is no privity between assignees of interests under the 
derivative settlement and the trustees of the original settle- 
ment. According to Dearle v. Hall (supra), the notice by the 
assignee of a trust fund to the trustee converts the trustee into 
a trustee for him, but this can only happen when the notice is 
given to the immediate trustee. Notice to an ultimate trustee 
does not in any way alter the manner in which that trustee will 
distribute the fund when the period for distribution arrives, 


He will still have to pay the fund, or the proper share of it, to 
the trus of the derivative settlement, and it will be 

latter tPIRtEee-W Consider how the persons constituting the 
beneficiertus-taveDeen altered by assieaments here may at 


firs an advantage in having all dealings with 
the fund registered, in accordance with the principle of Re 













would be greatly to increase the burden on the original trustees, 
and also to increase the difficulty of making a title upon an 
assignment of a derivative interest. According to the rule now 


laid down, the intending assignee need do no more than inquire 
in ive a © answer 







Bm. 1 nee iid give notice 

ie trusteo:s he origin tephens v. Green 
the trustees of the post-nuptial settlement retained their priority 
by virtue of the omission of the mortgagees to give notice to 
the derivative trustee. 


















It may be added that in practice notice should be given to 
pach of the stees of 0 one, indeed, is 
sufficient as he continues in the trust (Smith v. Smith, 


2 Or. & M. 31), but in the event of his death the effect of the 
notice is at an end, anda subsequent assignee can gain priority 
by fotit® to the surviving trustees: TZimson v. Ramsbottom 
(2 Keen, 35). At least, it is safe to assume, in accordance with 
Lord Herscuet’s judgment in Ward v. Duncombe (supra), that 
such is the law, though Lord M™@"acuren in the same case 
inclined to the opinion that notice to one trustee was in any 








event sufficient. 


Booth, with the actual holders of the fund, but the result | 





a} 


— 
-_—_ 












f] 













Sreeodgw-. &O® @°O ®d 


_ 


ws ef ON “stor ~ 


= wrlUSCOCUrr UC OlCUN VF US Ow 















June 8, 1895. 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. (Vol. 39.) 537 














LOSS OF LAND BY MEANS OF THE LAND 
TRANSFER ACT, 1875. 


“Trou shalt not steal’’ is a fundamental rule of morality. Sir 
Firzsames STEPHEN in a very eloquent passage points out that a 
great part of our criminal law consists in providing punish- 
ments for persons who offend against the current morality as 
embodied in an answer in the Catechism. Our law of property, 
grotesque and antiquated as it is in part, is framed, in the main, 
on similar lines. Accordingly it provides that no thief shall 
acquire any title to goods stolen, and that no man shall lose 
his property by forgery unless he performs some act, either by 
himself or his agent, which enables the fraud to be carried into 
effect. A man does not lose his land by a — conveyance, 
he does not lose his Consols or railway s by a forged 
transfer; so long as he does nothing he is safe. It may be 
objected that a man may lose his goods by a forged indorse- 
ment on a delivery-order, owing to which a warehouseman 
delivers the goods to the forger. This is only an ap t 
exception to the general rule, as the goods would not be lost if 
the warehouseman had not delivered them, and the latter could 


not have done so if the owner had not deposited them with him. | pert 


In cases where a man loses his money because he pays it on the 
faith of a forged conveyance, transfer, or m , he is the 
person in fault ; if he or his agent had made due inquiries and 
had ascertained who, in fact, had executed the deed or transfer, 
he would not have lost his money. 

We need not say that occasionally deeds or wills are forged. 
Where a conveyance for value or a mortgage is forged the true 
owner of the land retains it, while the person who pays his 
money as purchaser or mortgagee loses it. It is of course im- 
possible for the most prudent man to guard himself against 
fraud of every nature; the wicked man with brains will often 
succeed in defrauding the stupid man with money. We believe, 
however, that in almost every instance the person who was 
defrauded by a forged conveyance or mortgage would have dis- 
covered the intended fraud before he parted with his money if 
he had taken the simple —— of inquiring from the land- 
owner whether the intended sale or mortgage was authorized 
by him. 

"The Land Transfer Act of 1875 has not only given great 
facilities to forgery by enabling a purchaser or mortgagee to 
rely on the register only, without taking the precautions that a 
purchaser or mortgagee of unregistered land would take even if 
the title had been approved on his behalf, but actually enables 
a person whose land is registered to lose the land itself, or to 
have a charge imposed upon it by virtue of a forged transfer. 
It is not, therefore, to be wondered at if the public endeavour to 
escape from the operation of the Act, a matter which, even if 
the Land Transfer Bill is passed, will probably not be difficult. 


We shall not discuss the possible case of a person procuring | P 


himself by fraud or forgery to be registered on first registration. 
This, though a possible, is not a very probable, case. The only 
case in which it is likely to occur is where a person originally 
seised in fee simple has made a settlement that he disapproves 
of, and, by suppressing the settlement, procures hi to be 
registered as proprietor. In any case where a person is regis- 
tered, rightly or wrongly, as proprietor, he can make a 
regis transfer of or charge on the land. 

Forged transfers of the land itself will probably be rare, 
because the fraud would be detected as soon as the transferee 
attempted to go into possession. But still it is necessary to 
discuss them. 

Every registered Be rietor of land can transfer it; the 
transfer is complet y the registrar istering the new 
proprietor as transferee (section 29), and the transfer, when 
no ee confers on the transferee an estate in fee simple, 
subject to certain rights not necessary to be discussed here 
(section 30). 

It is by no means clear what is the effect of a forged transfer 
completed by registration. It is provided by section 98 that— 


‘* Subject to the provisions in this Act contained with respect to regis- 


Probably the meaning is, that, 
proprietor, sl the pore registred by vrtao_of forged 
proprietor, sti person regi y vi 
transfer can make a transfer which, when perfected b 
tion, will prevail against the title of the true owner ¥ ; 
v. Messer (1891, 1 A, O. 248). 


The question as to regi 
presents still phe he t is pretty certain 


person who is regi by means of as proprietor 
charge does hy energie Fer to an das It is also 
that he can sell the land and confer a good title on the 
chaser by a registered transfer of the land, and that he 
transfer the charge itself by a regi transfer, and that 
transferee will have a good title to the charge. 

It will be observed that, if our views are correct, th 
of land registered with absolute title may lose the land i 
find it charged with the payment of money, by means of forgery. 
He is thus put in a more position than the owner of 
any other of property, for, so far as we are aware, there is 
no case known to the law where a person ing under a 
forged instrument can acquire or confer any title to the pro- 
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y: 
It will be observed that where land is registered with an 
absolute title the only inquiries to be made by a purchaser or 
mortgagee are the following : 

(1) Is the piece of land intended to be sold or mortgaged 
registered in the name of the vendor or mortgagor ? 

(2) Is the n who executes the transfer to him the person 
whose name is entered on the register? 

Now let us consider the position of unregistered land. 
ovnte conuet iene 2 Sere 2 eg, ee 
orgery. An intending p or mortgagee using ordinary 
prudence can render himeelf safe—subject to the remark that a 
really clever scoundrel may succeed in defrauding a person who 
is ignorant of the manner of ing himself. 

Now what has a prudent purchaser or m todo? He 
has, first, to examine the title ; second, to see the possession, 
in which we include the perception of rents and profits, goes 
with the title; third, to see that the proper executes the 
—n and fourth, to see that the d are in the proper 
c ° 


y 
When the land is registered with absolute title, registration 
° gpa the necessity of examining the title for most, but not 
, purposes; for, as we pointed out the week before last, 
registration is not conclusive as to extent or boundaries, and it 
does not connect the land with any old description, w. is 
often valuable where easements or profits 4 prendre are of 
 kenren consider that th to i 
any practitioners ider e inquiry as to possession 
is beanies: It must, however, be remembered that, if a 
urchaser makes no inquiry as to possession, he may find 
instead of acquiring the land, he has only p a right of 
entry—in other words, a lawsuit. The t writer has 
discussed the question lately with some the leading con- 
veyancers, and finds that there is some satis pd in their 
ractice. One practitioner said that, in deali property in 
Seaton he always directed inquiries to be made of the occupiers 
of the house as to whom they paid their rents, and similar in- 
quiries to be made of the latter, and so on until he reached the 
head lessee. On the other hand, some never direct 
any such inquiries. The ppagete 1g oe to be that, in all cases 
of a purchase, the inquiry is e implicitly before the matter 
is put into the hands of solicitor. The intending purchaser 
or his agent goes to see the land, he states his business, that he 
is authorized b 4. 5 6 ee eee the 
landlord, he will be told, probably will not be allowed to 
o over the land. The present writer once, wishing: to hire a 
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London properties, it is a matter of 





tered disporitions for valuable consideration, a f dispositions of land or of 
a charge on land which, if unregistered, would be fraudulent and void 


shall, notwithstanding registration, be fraudulent and void in like | Properti 


manner.’’ ! 


in receipt of oa wn 
as we before stated, applica 
tion on oe eee Ot ee en aing pe 
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mortgagee to ascertain who is in possession without making any 
formal inqui 


quiry. 
The Act of 1875 destroys the on safeguard of rendering it 
necessary to see that the title and possession go together. 








LEGISLATION IN PROGRESS. 


Law OF INHERITANCE.—The motion for the second reading of the 
Law of Inheritance Amendment Bill has been rejected by the House 
of Lords by a majority of 107 to 52. 

MorTGAGEEs’ Costs,—The erp ed Costs Bill has passed 
through committee of the House of Lords. 

_ PAYMENT INTO CouRT.—The Life Assurance Companies (Payment 
—— Bill has passed through Committee of the House of 
8. 

Maaging InsuRANCE.—The Lord Chancellor, in moving the second 
reading of the Marine Insurance Bill, said he introduced a similar 
measure in a previous session, and did so not with any intention of 
passing it into law, but in order that it might become public as ge | 

The Bi 


and be well considered by those interested in the subject. 
was drawn by Ju Chalmers, who was also responsible for the 
codes rela’ to bills of exchange and to the sale of goods. The 


fact that the Bill came from such hands was of itself a guarantee of 
the thoroughness of the work. After the Bill had been so drawn he 
requested a number of gentlemen—shipowners, underwriters, and 
othere—to serve as a committee carefully to consider all the provisions 
of the measure. The result of their work was the Bill which he now 
asked their lordships to read a second time. He himself had care- 
fully considered every clause of the Bill, and he had every confidence 
that while there might be errors and omissions in it, it was likely to 
form a code of law of great public advantage. The subject of marine 
insurance was one of common and general interest, and he was v 
sanguine as to the utility of such a code as that now proposed. It 
was code expressing almost entirely the existing law. A few 
questions of doubt had been cleared up, a few modifications had been 
made, but no change had been made in any existing law unless all 
the interests concerned agreed it should be made. Inasmuch as the 
interests, which were frequently in substantial conflict, were agreed 
that a change was desirable, he thought they had a sufficient 
opeyene for its necessity and prosperity. He trusted there would 

no attempt in this Bill to make any change about which there 
was any real controversy. The only hope was to confine the 
endeavour to codifying the existing law without amending it, except 
where the changes were universally approved. The Bill was read a 
second time. 

Law oF Drvorce.—The Divorce Amendment Bill, introduced by 
Lord Hairax, repeals section 58 of the Matrimonial Causes Act, 
1857, which provided that, when any minister of a church refused to 
perform the marriage service on a remarriage after divorce, he should 
permit x 4 other minister entitled to officiate within the diocese to 
perform the service in his church. In place of this the Bill provides 
— no erent a be liable to any suit, penalty, or censure for 

using to it the marriage of any person whose former marriage 
shall have tog dissolved on the nal of his or her adultery or 
crime to be solemnized in his Pread a or for refusing to proclaim or 
permit the proclamation of banns of marriage of any at 3 rson in 
ee The Bill has been read a second time in the House of 

Law oF Persury.—On the motion of the Attorney-General the 
order for Committee of the whole House on the Perjury Bill has been 
discharged and the Bill referred to the Joint Committee on Statute 
Law Revision. 

, Bris Passe into Law.—On the 30th ult. the Royal Assent was 
given to the Consolidated Fund (No. 2) and the Finance Bills, and 
to a number of private Bills. 
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CASES OF LAST SITTINGS, 


Court of Appeal. 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL ». Hann aa AND OTHERS—No. 2, 15th 


Intawp Revenve—Account Dury—Marniace Serrtement or Wivow— 
CHILDREN BY FORMER MarriaGeE—VoLuntTary Disposrtion— VOLUNTEERS 
—Cusroms anp Intanp Revenue Act, 1881 (44 Vicr. c. 12), s. 38— 
Ovstoms AnD InLanp Revenvz Acr, 1889 (52 Vicr. c. 7), 8. 11. 


Appeal from a divisional court, Wright and Oollins, JJ. (reported 
ante, p. 167). A settlement was on the 18th of 
March, 1890, between Anne Smith, widow, George Edward Jacobs- 
Smith, the defendant, of the second part, and the two trustees of the 
settlement—the other defendants—of the third part. This settlement 
recited that Anne Smith was entitled to certain businesses of the 
estimated value of £195,000, and that a marriage was intended to be 
solemnized between Anne Smith and the defendant George Edward 
Jacobs-Smith, and that in consideration of this intended marriage it was 
agreed that Anne Smith was to form a company, having for its object the 
acquisition and carrying on of these businesses; that the capital of the 
company was to be 30,600 shares of £10 each, in all £200,000; that Anne 
Smith was to sell to this company and transfer to them all the said 
businesses and assets thereof, reserving to herself the right to use the mill- 
house and premises without payment of any rent, in consideration of 
19,500 fully paid-up £10 shares in the capital of the company. The sale 
and transfer were to take effect as from the Ist of May, 1890, and to be 
completed on the 30th of June, 1890, when the shares were to be allotted 
to the nominees of Anne Smith. As to the disposition of these 19,500 
shares under the marriage settlement: 1,000 shares were to be allotted to 
each of the four adult sons of Anne Smith able f marriage as the 
nominees of Anne Smith, thus making 4,000 , and leaving a balance 
of 15,500 shares. These 15,500 shares were to be allotted to the trustees 
of the settlement, and out of these the trustees were to set apart 1,000 
shares for each of the two infant sons of Anne Smith by her former marri- 
age, and 600 of such shares for each of her two married daughters by her 
former marriage; thus making 3,200 shares allotted to the trustees in 
trust for the four other children of Anne Smith by her former marriage. 
The trustees were to hold the residue of the shares—namely, the 12,300 
shares—called the wife’s trust fund, upon trust to pay thereout an income 
of £1,000 a year to the intended husband during his life, and subject to 
this annuity to pay the income of the wife’s trust fund to Anne Smith for 
life for her separate use without power of an tion, and after the 
death of Anne Smith the sum of £25,000, part of wife’s settled fund, 
was to be held upon trust for such person or persons and generally as 
Anne Smith sh be Eg and the residue of the wife’s trust 
fund (including any part w should be una) ted under the eral 
power of appointment), was, subject to the hus ”s annuity, to be held 
upon trust for such of her children by her former 

should by will appoint. There were also various other provisions in the 


same date certain intended husband was settled 
upon trust in favour of himself, said Anne Smith, and the issue of the 
intended marriage. marriage was ; the company 
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the estate of Anne Smith, and the amount invested to secure the i ae 5 
ennuiky, Test und svcdlon Li of the Act of 1680 from each. of tes igh Cont Se 
the Act o section re) 
5 four adult sons of Anne Smith on the 1,000 shares taken by him Re GEE'S WILL, PEARSON-GEE v. PEARSON—Chitty, J., 2ist and 23rd 
under the settlement. There was also a claim for estate duty, which May. 
was admitted. The Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1881, provides, | Serruep Lanp Acrs—Mowszy 1x Hanps or TrustRgs LIABLE TO BE LAID 
section 38 (2), that personal property, to be included in an account| ovr m Laxo—Arriication a8 Carrrat Mowsy—Powsns or TENAnt 
and liable to account duty, shall be property (a) ‘“‘taken under a} ror Lirs—Drscretson or Taustezs—Orrion—OConsent—Costs—Serriap 
and voluntary tion made by any person {dying after the lst of June, Lanp Acr, 1882 (45 & 46 Vicr. o. 38), ss. 33, 47. 
ches 1861) purporting to o rate as an immediate gift, inter views, whether by! Under the above will land stood limited to a tenant for life, with 
ert way of transfer, delivery, declaration of trust, or otherwise,” &c. ; and The for life in of the land. bu 

; th a remainders over. tenant was in possession e land, but 
Wi sub-section (c) “ any property paseing under any past or future voluntary there was also a large sum of money in the hands of the trustees of the 
LME, settlement . . . whereby an interest in suc property for life * =, .* | will bound by a trust to be laid out in the purchase of land on the same 
RED is reserved either expressly or by implication to the settlor,”’ &c. is | trusts. and uently, within the of section 33 of the 
2RY was amended by the Customs aud Inland Revenue Act, 1889, | gattied Land Act, 1 which provides that ‘‘ where, under a settlement, 
s & s. 11, which provides that ‘the description of marked (¢) | money is in the hands of trustees, and is liable to be laid out in the pur- 

shall be construed as if the expression * voluntasy t” included | chase of land to be made subject to the settlement, then in addition to 
any trust . . . in favour of a volunteer, and if contained in a deed or such powers of dealing therewith as the trustees have inde ently of 

By other instrument effect the settlement, whether such instrument was | this Act they the option of the invest or apply the same 
aw made for valuable consideration or not as between the settlor and any a he option he ene the will not being 

, other person.”” The Divisional Court came to the conclusion that the | ;, caberer iandenin Of a aa a ae or a 

children of the widow by her former marriage were not ‘‘ volunteers,” 
and that the dispositions in their favour and in favour of the trustees | 201 
were not borage A dispositions ; they therefore decided against the claim 
of the Crown. e Crown appealed, aud used the same arguments as in 
the court below. The following cases were referred to:— Newstead v. 
Searks (1 Atk. 266), Clarke v. Wright (9 W. R. 571, 6H. & N. 849), Gale 
v. Gale (25 W. R. 772, 6 Ch. D. 144), Mackie v. Herbertson (9 App. Cas. 

5th 303, 32 W. R. Dig. 176), De Mestre v. West (1891, A. O. 264; . R. 

5 Dig. 204), Ee parte Marsh (1 Atk. 158), Cotton v. The King (2 P. Wms. 
357, 674). 

oie Tux Covrr (Lixviey, Lorgs, and Kay, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. 

iin Liver, L.J., said that the point was whether, on the true construc- 
tion of the Inland Revenue Act of 1881, as amended by the Inland 
Revenue Act of 1889, what was called account duty was payable in 

ted respect of the shares held under the settlement. The 4,000 ven 

of to the trustees for the benefit of the four adult children of Anne Smith 
bs- and the 3,200 shares which were to be held for the benefit of the other 
the four children were not preceded by any life estate; these might be treated 
ent as one fund, and the rest of the trust funds consisted of shares in which 
the there was a life interest. Account duty was claimed on both these funds 
be as against the children of the first marriage. The Crown claimed the duty 
ard on the first set of shares, on the ground that they were the subject 
as of a voluntary disposition within the meaning of section 38 (2) of 
the the Revenue Act, 1881. His lordship did not see how to escape 
the from that contention; he thought the word “ disposition’ was used 
se by way of contrast to ‘‘settlement.”” Whether it was a voluntary 
aid disposition apart from or combined with other gifts under the settlement 
ill- was immaterial to consider. It was to operate by way of immediate gift, 
of and he could only give effect to the view that the tion was com- | Why should any difference be 
ale J plete. His lordship next dealt with the settled shares. They did not | equity considered as land? It was plain that section 33 brought in such 
be come within sub-section 2 (a) of section 38, because that referred only to | money, and why should it be held to bring it in fora limited purpore 
ted immediate gifts ; but they did come within sub-section 2 (c). That section | only? Section 33 was not to be construed in a microscopic, narrow, or 
900 was amended by section 11 of the Act of 1889, which was intended to hit, tical way : Re Mundy’s Settled Estates (39 W. R. 209; 1891, 1 Ch. 
to not merely voluntary settlements, but also settlements which were not , 409). If the remaindermen were right, there was a ¢casus omissus in 
she voluntary, but contained gifts to volunteers. This settlement con- | the Act. His lordship held that a tenant for life had the same powers 
ce tained limitations to volunteers, and the question arose, what | over @ land fund (i.¢., money liable to be laid out in the purchase of land) 
4 was meant by volunteers? The cases which had saw referred to were | #8 over the land itself. 

, cases of persons claiming under a erettlement as subsequent | The remaindermen asked that costs should come out of © pur- 
sal purchasers for value under the statute of Elizabeth. y decided that | suant to a direction in the will. Tue tenant for life relied on section 47. 
er the children of the first marriage of a lady who made a settlement on her | The provision of the will would be a practical deterrent to his exercising 
in subsequent marriage were not to be overridden by subsequent purchasers | his powers, and could not be enforced. 
ge. for value, although the children were volunteers. Nothing that fell from | Ouxrrry, J., gave costs out of capital.—Counsgn, Byrne, Q.C., and RB. J. 
00 his lordship taken to throw any doubt on Yew bi | Parker ; Farwell, Q.C , und Cartmell ; Badcock. Sortcrrors, Fox § Thicke 
a. 6% : aed ep ded the slatute es h. ae nesse; 8S. W. Johnson § Son. 4 
Wan meaning of * volunteer. was not easy uce Reported by G. Rowiaxp Austox, Barrister-at-Law. 
he any one general proposition which would cover all the cases; but one c we " . kon) \ 
4 feature was common to the whole of them—the consideration of marriage 
a, corentow anny Sp She Dusbond ond wine aah So Sane Ss Sp Sean: - Cc ’s Bench Divisi 

others were volunteers in some sense. But there were cases, such as —QOue ¢ ivision. 
. Newstead v; Searles (ubi supra), where all were not volunteers. was High Court—Queen’s Ben ' 
id no case which went the length of saying that the persons to whom THE VESTRY OF ST. LEONARD'S, SHOREDITCH +. LONDON county 
“4 his lordship had alluded were, voluntoses | in every oeee, therefore the COUNCIL—17th May. . 
exceptions became immaterial. cases referred to, except mn Rars--Lanp Taken BY Promotzas—Darictency in Assessment— 
« Gale v. Gale (ubi supra) were decisions on the statute of Elizabeth, and his a ta —Liasiuity oy Promotaas To MAKE Goop Dericiancy— Lanpe 

d lordship had difficulty in following Fry, J., in that case, which went far} (yavsns Consoumpation Aor, 1845 (8 & 9 Vicr. c. 18) 8. 133—Hovsine or 

- serene anew . oom oF seen, Soe ae begs + of oon see Pee THe Worxkine Ciassxe Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vicr. f i), 20, ore 
a uenuly , and the or it was out by tes AssgssMENT AND CoLLecTion Act ; 10%. Cs 

y Hall, Vo. in Price v. Jenkins (25 W. R. 427, 4 Ch. D. 483), and subse- ies ' 

7 | ry re opted by Lord Selborne in Mackie v. Herbertson (ubi suprd)—viz., 8 In this action.thes Isimed £398 17s. 1d., the 
4 , although the children of the first marriage were volunteers, it was the np meme in of 
: impossible to defeat, in favour of a purchaser, the interests given to them in the h of St. L eed! Seanad’ taken ard 
4 without at the same time defea the interests of those who were not | situated the pew Council, under the Housing of the 
'y volunteers under the settlement, the interests of the two classes ao | defendants, County 
= ‘ licated. His lordshi of that these Working Classes Act, 1890. The case stated that the County Council 
. y conan p has.at eauaee of London was constituted by the Housing of the Working Act, 
Fi were volunteers, and that, therefore, the Crown was entitled to the duty 1890, the in the of for the purposes of 

claimed y loeal authority County of London 8 

) . Parts 1 and 3 of that Act, and under the powers so conferred made an 
8 Lorzs and Kar, L.JJ., gave jud t to the same effect. Avent improvement scheme called the London (Boundary -street, Bethnal Green 
d allowed.—Counsaz, Sir R. T. Reid, A.G., and Vaughan Hawkins ; Jelf, Q.C., Improvement Seheme, 1890, for the purpose of reconstructing 
e and Micklem. Soxtctrons, The Solicitor of Inland Revenue; Tarry, Sherlock, g the streets and houses in a certain unhealthy ; in 
$ 0, for Biyth, Norwich. | the Parish of Se, Maithew, Bethnal Green, and pari in thot of 

[Reported by W, Suationoss Goppanp, Batristersat-Law-] ‘Paragraph stated that the county council, 
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under the ers conferred by Part 3 of the Act, purchased by agreement 
a site in Shoreditch for poate’ Bo 1 -houses for the working clases, 





and portions of the lands and taken were then liable to be 
assessed to the poor rates. Since the defendants took possession in 
October, 1891, these buildings have not been occupied or have been 
pulled down, and there has consequently followed a deficiency in the 
assessment for the poor rate amounting to £152 14s. Paragraph 6 sets 
out that for the purposes of carry the scheme into execution the 
defendants soquieed other houses and lands, which they used for the 
urpose of rearranging and constructing the new streets and houses. 

ortions of these lands, at the date of the special Act and when acquired 
by the defendants, were liable to be assessed to the poor rate, and a 
deficiency in respect of this Low at taken over under the scheme 
amounted to £246 3s. 1d. The p s contend that the defendants are 
liable to make good the deficiencies mentioned in phs 5 and 6. The 


owners of some of the houses taken by the defendants, the 
rateable valuc of which did not respectively exceed £20, 
had in writing, under section 3 of 32 & 33 Vict. c. 4l 


to become liable for the poor rates assessed until the agreement 
should be determined by either party and to pay the rates whether the 
houses were occupied or not, and the plaintiffs had agreed to allow them 
the usual commission of twenty-five per cent. of the amount of the poor 
rate. These ents had not been determined, and were in force at the 
date when the houses were — of by the defendants, and no 
agreement of a similar nature been entered into between the defend- 
apts and the plaintiffs. The amount of the commission in —_— is 
£21 14s. and £46 9s. 2d. in respect of the two classes of property taken as 
set out in phs 5 and 6 of the special case. or the plaintiffs 
counsel contended that the London County Council, as the ‘* promoters’’ 
of the scheme, had the same powers as a local authority under the Housing 
of the Working Classes Act, 1890. Section 133_of the Lands Clauses 
Consolidation Act, 1845, was incorpora arts 3 and 1 o ct, 
t en were acco y e e deliciencies 
to the rate. It was contended as 
porated, inasmuch as section 57 of the 
Act, 1890, provides as regards the 


ny) 


e 
“easing of the Working Classes 
o of the Wor 8 
uisition of land under Part 3 that 

sections 175 to 178 of the Public Health Act, 1875, shall apply, and 
section 176 incorporates, with certain exceptions, the Lands Clauses Acts. 
As regards Part 1, that was also incorporated, as section 20 of the Housing 
of the Working Classes Act, 1890, incorporates, with certain exceptions, 
the Lands Clauses Act in regard to the acquisition of land under Part 1. 
The defendants could not claim any deduction, but were liable to make 
good the deficiency to the poor rate in full, for such deficiency must be 
computed acco: ** to the rental at which such lands with any building 
thereon were valued or rated at the time of the passing of the special Act.’’ 
In a compounding agreement the assessment rate was not reduced, but 
merely in consideration of the landlord undertaking to pay the rates in any 
event a remission was allowed him. No agreement to that effect was made 
by the vestry with the defendants, and they could not claim the advan- 
} of an ment to which they were no party: Reg. v. Overseers of 
Bilston (1 Q. B. 16). It was immaterial also that some of the houses in 
were unoccupied at the time that the county council took possession of 


fac 
them : i v. Lon and South- Co. (1891, 
1Q. B. . For the defendants, co submitted that it was never 
intended that the promoters of a scheme for the better housing of the 
wor classes should be called upon to contribute to the poor rates. 
The court should place a wide construction on the powers incorporated in 
an Act from other Acts if, when construed strictly, they had the effect of 
making the incorporating Act unreasonable. In any case, if the defend- 
ante were held liable to make good the deficiency, they were entitled to a 
deduction of 25 per cent. in the same way as the previous owners. That 
commission was allowed as a matter of course when a landlord undertook 
to do work and to cover risk for the vestry. In the present instance the 
plaintiffs had no expense at all in collecting the rates, and the rebate 
should be allowed. 
Tux Courr gave judgment for the vestry for the full amount claimed. 
Lord Russg1t, C.J., in the course of his judgment, said the scheme was 
propounded under the Housing of the Working Classes Act, 1890, and 
received legislative sanction and the Royal Assent in July, 1891. In order 
t» carry the scheme through, the defendants acquired, under Part 1 of the 
Act of 1890, property mentioned in ph 6, and under Part 3 
property mentioned in paragraph 5 of the special case. Section 20 of the 
ousing of the Working Classes Act, 1890, ted that the Land Clauses 
Acts should regulate and apply to the purchase and taking of lands, and 
should for that purpose be deemed to form part of that Act. Section 133 
of the Lands Clauses Act, 1845, directed that if the promoters of the 
un lertaking become possessed by virtue of this or the special Act of any 


land charged with the land tax or liable to be assessed to the poor rate, 


they should, until the works leted and assessed, be liable to 
name Boom the deliciency i the several assesarients Tor land tax and poor 
subject to a scheme under the Act of 1890, the | rays 4 propounding 
the scheme must recoup the parish authority for that ciency. That 
liability ceased when the scheme was gone As to the property 
mentioned in paragraph 6, the liability, therefore, was thrown on the 
defendants. As regarded the other property taken under Part 3 
different sections applied, and this subject afforded an apt illustration 
of the very objectionable scheme of legislation which prevailed 
of late, of ting in one Act the provisions of another Act 
which iteelf had incorporated provisions of a third. The Public 
Health Act, 1875, by sections 175 to 178, gave power to urban 
sanitary authorities other than those in the me to acquire land 
for certain purposes. The Housing of the Working Act, by section 
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that land for the purposes of the 3rd Part of the Act might 


57 
be acquired by the local authority in the same way as if those 
were purposes of the Public Health Act, 1875, and the provisions of sec- 


tions 175 to 178 should extend to London, as if the London County 
Council were a local authority in those sections referred to. The Act of 
‘ ated therefore : f 1875, which in 
ed 8s 868 ACUEs e nseq uen y 
ndon County ability as the promoters 
of that section in respect of that property also. The second point was one 
on which he did not feel so absolutely free from doubt. The question 
depended on the latter part of section 133 of the Lands Clauses Act, 1845, 
which said that ‘‘ such deficiencies shall be computed according to the 
rental at which such lands, with any building thereon, was valued or 
rated atthe time of the ing of the special Act.’’ The promoters were not 
merely to make good the loss to the rates, because, if that were so, if the 
property were unoccupied at the time when the scheme came into opera- 
tion, it could hardly be maintained that there was any loss. In the 
Overseers of Putney v. London and South-Western Railway Co., no beneficial 
occupation existed, and yet Bowen, L.J., held that the promoters were 
liable, and his language was wide enough to cover this case. The Act 
empowered the landlord to make a composition, and undertake the pay- 
ment of rates in place of the occupier. For so doing he obtained a 
commission of tweaty-five per cent. on the amount claimed. The rate- 
able value was not altered by that arrangement. The property being 
assessed on the rateable value, the deficiency should be calculated on tha’ 
basis, and judgment must be for the plaintiffs for the full sum claimed. 
Cuaruzs, J., concurred.—Counsgi, Poland, Q.C., and 0. FE. Allan; Law- 
son Walton, Q.C., and Ryde. Soxicrronrs, H. M. Robinson; W. A. Blax- 
land. 
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[Reported by Exsxinz Rew, Barrister-at-Law. | 


DOWNES v. JOHNSON—2I1st May. 


Gaminc—Civus —‘‘ PERSONS RESORTING THERETO’? — BETTING AMONGST 
Mempers—Bertinc Hovses Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Vicr. c. 119), ss. 1-3. 


Case stated by Mr. Alderman Ritchie, sitting at the Mansion House, 
who heard twelve informaticns laid by the — Downes, on behalf of 
the City police against the respondent, Warren Johnson, for using 
certain premises for the purpose of betting with — resorting thereto. 
The case set out that the informations were laid by Downes under 16 & 
17 Vict. c. 119 against Warren Johnson, charging him that ‘‘he, being a 
person using a certain house situate at 1, Bolt-court, Fleet-street, did 
unlawfully use the said house for the purposes of himself betting with 
persons resorting thereto’? on certain dates named in September, 
October, and November, 1894. Thealderman dismissed the information. 
The facts were as follows: The premises were owned and occupied by the 

as a Club in November, 


Albert Club (Limited), which was re > 
members were elected by the directors and were required to hold at 


least a aba. Tn Ui ‘club dispute-Dookr wore found which related 
exclusively to disputed bets between members of the club. A society 


called the Mutual Protection Society was formed in August, 1893, by 
certain members of the club, of whom the respondent was one, which had 
for its object the compilation for the use of its members of a ‘‘ black 
list’? of persons who had made default in the payment of bets or refused 
to submit disputes as to the bets to the decision of any recognized 
tribunal. The list contained the namesof more than 2,000 persons. The 
case set out that it was found as a fact that individual members of the club 
had no prescribed places or pitches in the clubroom, to which 
members of the club alone had access, and that there was no member 
ing ‘ ag against all comers.”’ 

ertaln me usuda bets aga ~ horses unning D ACES, and 
others backed horses, but frequently their respective positions were 
reversed. There was a tape-machine in the clubroom, and a servant of 
the club during racing hours called the oe prices. On the dates in 
uestion the respondent admitted having e numerous bets in the 
clubroom with mem! of the cp for said-that 


evidence m ten e th non- 
members of the club, but the alderman found that that charge had not 



















been proved. He was also of opinion that in construing the words 
“betting with ms resorting thereto”? such persons were clearly 
distinguishable from the owners and occupiers of any “‘ house, office, 


,” and he therefore acquitted the dent of the 
charge of unlawful . The question was whether this was a correct 
decision in point of law. [Wnricut, J.—The question is whether the men, 
being members of the club, resorted to it within the meaning of the 
statute, and the alderman decided that the words ‘resorted thereto” 
ai Hans to emngee getty 9 the ee eat aes oe members 
of the club.] That was so. He submitted that the word “ resorting” 
could not be restricted to cases where people were free to come and go 
on the premises as they wished. The authorities, which were numerous, 
shewed that it was a question of degree of user in each case, and in the 
present case he contended that persons had used the club for betting 
purposes to such a as to constitute a resorting thereto within the 
mea of the Act. Fg nee pepaene counael pointed out that it was 
a pom fact that in orl on this subject there 
was not a single case which exactly covered the present facts. Only one 
of those cited by the appellant’s counsel really at all EER 3 
that of Oldham v. Fase OS J.C. P. 309, 32 L. T. 385, 23 W. BR. 
Dig. 32), Witten, so far as t, was in favour of the respondent. The 

point was whether in fact the club was a genuine club where betting 
to a greater or less degree was carried on as one incident of club life. 
If it was, then the statute did not apply. In mr case he sub- 
mitted that the Albert Club was a bond side club, not a mere betting- 


room, or other p! 
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house ostensibly carried on as a “club”? to which anybody could obtain 
admission for the purpose of betting. 
Tus Court upheld the decision of the magistrate, and dismissed the 


a eee with costs. 

RANTHAM, J., in giving judgment, said the preamble of the Act stated 
that a kind of gaming had of late sprung up ten to the injury and 
demoralization of improvident persons by the ope of places called 
betting houses or offices, and the receiving of money in advance by the 
owners and occupiers of such houses on account of horse races and other 
contingencies which it was the object of the Act to suppress. The impro- 


together to form a club of this description. The Act was intended to 
rotect those persons who knew nothing about betting and who might 
inveigled into places for the purpose of making bets. If joined 

a club of this sort they pr pae Pang something about betting and joined 
for the ae not only of making bets there but of obtaining informa- 
tion about horse racing and the like that would be of service to them else- 
where. It was not the duty of the court to stretch the statute to cases to 


which it was not applicable There was in this case no puggestion that 
the club was a bogus club. It had been im existence for some years. 

ents an ners Were serv e club, and new » 
i club conve! 
wed ircumstances 








Noné Ases Cl e€ 
the appeal therefore failed. 
Wauuient, J., i 














e AlDe ud ; 

that it was a place 

merely for the purpose of making a bet. 
person could have gai 






8, f. D. Mur ; Josep 
crrorns, H. H. Crawford ; Lewis ¢ Lewis. 
(Reported by Ersxine Reup, Barrister-at-Law.] 


BADLEY v. CUCKFIELD UNION RURAL DISTRICT COUNCIL — Lord 
Russell, C.J., and Charles, J., 20th and 22nd May. 


Locat Government — Byrz-Laws — New Buitpinc — Woopen Frame 
COVERED WITH CorruGcaTeD Inon—Pusuic Hearts Act, 1875. 


This was a case stated for the opinion of the court under order 34. The 
plaintiff was the lessee for a term of years of a house known as Bedales and 
grounds adjoining, consisting of ty Brey which he used as a boarding 
school for boys. By an order of the Government Board the provi- 
sions of sections 157 and 158 of the Public Health Act, 1875, were declared 
to be in force in the district in which these premises were situate. In pur- 
suance of section 158 of the above Act the defendants made certain bye- 
laws which were allowed by the Local Government Board. No. 11 of these 
bye-laws provided that every person who shall erect a new buil shall 
cause such building to be enclosed with walls constructed of good bricks, 
stone, orother hard and incombustible materials, properly bonded and solidly 
a together. No. 19 provided that ‘‘ every person who shall erect a new 

omestic building s' construct every external wall and every party wall 
of such building in accordance with the aiewas rules, and in every case 
the thickness prescribed shall be the minimum of which any such 
wall may be constructed, and the several rules shall apply only to walls 
built of good bricks . . or of suitable stone, or blocks of hard 
and incombustible substance, the beds or courses being horizontal.’’ Then 
followed numerous regulations as to the thickness of walls relative to their 
height. In Jan , 1895, the plaintiff, desiring to coustructa sanatorium 
in connection with his school, sent the following notice to the defendants : 
**T send plan of a proposed sanatorium proposed to be built at Bedales 
in connection with the school, to be put on a brick foundation, cement 
concrete floors, concrete under all wood floors, galvanized iron outside 
and boarded inside, with iron roof, which I trust will be correct.’”’? The 
defendants disapproved, but the plaintiff began to put up the sanatorium 
with sheets of corrugated galvanized iron one thirty-second of an inch in 
thickness, with a layer of felt inside fixed to the outside of a framework 
of wooden upright and horizontal posts and rails, the sheets ony ban 
to each other where they joined by rivets. To the inside of the - 
work was fixed a lining of wood match separated from the felt 
by a hollow space of four and a half inches, the thickness of the 
and rails. It was contended by the defendants that the effect of 
ye-laws 11 and 19 was to forbid the erection of with walls of 
galvanized iron only, or of galvanized iron boarded . It was con- 
tended by the plaintiff that such bye-laws only regulated the quality of 
and the manner of employing the materials there in walls pro- 
posed to be built in the o way where some such materials must be 
used, and did not apply to or forbid the erection of walls of totally differ- 
ent materials and construction. The questions for the court were: (1) 
whether the defendants’ bye-laws = ted the erection of the tiff’'s 


proposed building, and, if so, (2) whether such bye-laws were to extent 
unreasonable and bed * 


Lord Russg.1, C.J., in giving judgment, stated the facts, and expressed 
his opinion that it was very nimathable that there should be no set of 
provisions specifically addressed to buildings constructed, as far as the 
external parts were concerned, of iron. However, if the fair construction 
of the bye-laws was to prohibit the construction of such a building as the 


one in question, effect must be given to that prohibition. Under rule ] 


h | The Metropolitan Railway Oo. owned a strip of land which they used 





which b are frequently made of iron, are entirely excluded from the 
operation of amie Sue ca a which 

in thiscase. [His lordship read the section.] The question arose whether 
ge = of the section contained a provision which here. 


hard and incombustible ma‘ sie iron. The first question the 
court had to ask itself was whether the buil was 

be a new building and to be intended for by human beings, 
was enclosed, first of all, by walls at et Be the next 

enclosed by a wall of hard and incom 

sad Mad So tet US wl hoe ES ee 
phe so that the wall here 

e@ oe wee sake we CC Bee Se one oe 
external skin of corrugated iron. was distinctly not a wall 
incombustible material, and it therefore constituted an offence against 
rule 11, and could not be permitted. 

Cures, J., agreed, and judgment was ordered to be entered for the 
defendants.—Counse,, Rowlatt; Alex. Glen. Souscrrons, Withers ¢ 
Withers ; C. M. Waugh. 

| Reported by T. Maruew, Barrister-at-Law. |! 


METROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY CO. v. VESTRY OF THE 
PARISH OF FULHAM—22nd May. 
Merropotis—Pavinc Expsnsrs—ApportTionMENT—Msrropotis MANAGE- 
ment Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vicr. c. 102), 8. 77. 

This case raised a question as to the construction of section 77 of the 
Metropolis Ma ent Amend t Act, 1862, whether under that section 
nad wer 
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the vest d po " 5 = p 
charge the wners of land in different proportions as between one another. 
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for 
a railway siding alongside - 
avenue with the Newth fivdonend. Besides the land owned by the railway 
company these wile Se Gees eee en ee » 
in addition to house eoay a Section 105 of the M - 
ment Act, 1855, directs that of paving a new street shall 
oa among the owners of ames abutting on it. Section 77 of 
e Metropolis Management Act, 1862, extends the liability to contribute 
to the owners of land, with the proviso that ‘‘it shall be lawful for the 
vestry or district board to charge the owners of land in a 
than the owners of house property should they deem it just and expedient 
so to do.’ The vestry decided to pave the street, and, having done so, 
apportioned the expenses among owners of land and houses. They 
c the ounces of land oes Ben, De Serene Seer 

waas would hove ean (hele chase Das (On sueneet Seen 
way 
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referred to Whitchurch v. Board of Works 
Q. B. 233), Plumstead Board of Works v. British Land Co. ( 
202), Vestry of Mile End v. Whitechapel Union (1 Q. B. D. 
v. Marsham (1892, 1 Q. B. 271). 
Tue Court (Grantuam and Waicut, JJ.), without calling on 
, dismissed the appeal. 

Granruam, J., said that the contention that the vestry had not 
to relieve some owners of land and not others was wrong. In his 
the Act was intended to give the vestry a discretion whether they 
relieve the owners of or not, and they might, in the exercise of 
discretion, relieve one landowner reg hom over another. That 
seemed a fair one, for assuming, as in case, that the land owned 
the railway company was by but at one end 
the street the company had a 
other land in the street, and the 
paved, it would be unfair that the o 
the same proportion as the railway company. 
fore, that, the owner being in this case a railway company, 
was wisely exercised. 

Wricut, J., concurred. If the construction of the section were as was 
contended for by the S vens s Ses Se 8 ae 
ustly to 4 
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the vestry, while one landowner, be ust to another. 
He wished to avoid walentonl. on deciles whether, as 
between different owners of land, the vestry them in 
different degrees. — Counsm., Cowrthope-Munroe and F. 0. Robinson; ¥ 


Macaskie, Soxicrrons, Barter § Co. ; T. Blanco White. 
; [Reported by C. G. Wipeauan, Barrister-at-Law.) 





Bankruptcy Cases. 


parte v. CAREY CYCLE CO. (LIM.)— 
Vaughan W: , J., 20th May. 
Banxruprcy—Conversion or Busrngss rvto A Luarrep Company—Oonver- [ 


Re CAREY, Ex 





ANCE WITH INTENT TO DEFEAT AND DELAY CxEpIToRS—RegsPxcrivs 
or Oxeprrors or THE BANKRUPT AND oF THE Laarep Company. 


This was an a ey by the 











headed ** ted Buildings,” a number 
wholly or partiall 


not 
y for human habitation or nbtieel enabpateh and 


the of Edward 
Carey to set te bankrupt ee Carey L 


Oycle Oo 
(Limited) of all his business fraudulent and void, 
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upon the ground that such transfer had been made with intent to 
defeat and delay his creditors. The ree © had previously car- 
ried on business in his own name, and in July, 1894, he was very 
much pressed by his creditors. In August, 1894, the limited com- 

wt f the signatories of the memorandum and articles of 
association being Carey’s relatives and clerks. Upon the 16th of August 
Carey executed an agreement with a trustee on behalf of the company 
peng Me conveyed to the company his business, stock-in-trade, and 


E 
. 


effects gem rpg of a yond gem ee in wa No cash 
was actually to him, but only of the company. e business 
continued A ghd) by him in the same way as before, and the 


y 
company even used his banking account down to the 11th of September. 
He gave some of his former creditors the bills of the company, but as they 
Sontianed to him, and as new creditors of the company arose and 
pressed that 'y, Carey had a receiving order made against him, and the 
company went into voluntary liquidation upon the 4th of December, 1894. 
The arn sold the business for £370 to two persons named Flaxman 
and Edwards, the latter of whom had been a clerk of the bankrupt. The 
tragtoe seked by his apprication that this purchase-money might be handed 
, a8 well as fora @ conversion was a sham 
Vavouan Wirttims, J., held that the conversion of the business in 


t the conversion 0: e bu to a 


limited company was a sham, and void asa conve with intent to 
defeat and dela credit, ad CHAE YE TURINOE Tet hand over to the 
trustee the ted assets in his hands, but that, although the con- 
version wasa nullity as between Carey and the company, it was nota 
nullity as regarded third persons who were not parties to it, such as the 
creditors of the company. His lordship directed that those creditors 
should be paid in full in priority to the creditors of the bankrupt, because 

had really used the company as his agent, and was bound to 
indemnify it, and the trustee could ~~ take the assets subject to such 


f ation to indemnify.—Counsx., H. Reat;Q:0., and A. H. Carrington ; 
Wright. Soricrrozs, Arthur Pyke; Bassett ¢ Co. 
(Reported by P. M. Faanoxe, Barrister-at-Law.]) 


Re SAUNDERS, Ex parte SAUNDERS—Vaughan Williams and Kennedy, 
JJ., 23rd May. 


Banxnurrcy—Assets—Pznsion—Retmep Orricen or Inpian ArnmY— 
Bawxrvurtcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 52), s. 53—Inpian Pznsions 
Acr (Inpian Act No. xxt.), 8. 11—Anmy Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vicr. c. 
58), s. 141. 


This was an appeal from his Honour Judge Lushington in the county 
court at Wandsworth, who had ordered £50 a year to be set aside out of 
the bankrupt’s pension for the payment of his creditors under section 53 
of the Renkruptoy Act, 1883. e bankrupt was a retired mafor-general 
of the Indian army who was entitled to a pension of £380 a year out of 
the Indian revenues under the Indian Pensions Act, section 11 of which 
enacts that ‘“‘no pension granted or continued by Government .. . 
on account of past services . . . and no money due or to become due 
on account of any such pension shall be liable to seizure, attachment, or 
sequestration by process of any court in British India at the instance of a 
creditor, for any demand against the pensioner, or in satisfaction of any 
decree or order of any such court.”’ 

Vavenan Wiis, J., allowed the appeal, holding that although the 
had jurisdiction to ake an order setting aside part of an Indian 
pension by virtue of section 53 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, yet that it 
would be a wise use of the discretion of the court to refuse to do so, for 
the reason that the Indian Pensions Act made such pensions absolutely 
le in India, and it would be wrong for the courts here to make an 
order which would so entirely defeat the object of the Indian Legislature. 

of this view his lordship relied upon the judgment of Lindley, 
LJ., in Leas v. Harris (35 W. R. 112, 18 Q. B. D. inn’ 

Kzunwapy, J., concurred. Leave to appeal was granted.—Counsgi, Muir 
Mackensie and Arnold White ; Reed, Q.C., and Carrington. Soxicrrors, G. 
Twynam ; Ashurst, Morris, § Orisp. 

[Beported by P. M. Franoxe, Barrister-at-Law. | 
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LAW SOCIETIES, 
LAW ASSOCIATION. 


The ‘is the seventy-eighth of the board of directors of 
the Law (for the t of widows and families of solicitors in 
the and vicinity) to the annual general court, held on Friday, 
the 3lst of May, 1895, Arthur Toovey, Esq., in the chair:—The directors 
have the pleasure of submitting a ~—— of their proceedings and the 


accounts for the past twelve months. e funded property of the asso- 


ciation has been , and now consists of the following investmente— 
viz., Consols (24 per cent.), £22,480 11s. 9d.; India 3 per Cents., £5,000; 
India 3} per Cents., £1,500; Great Indian Peninsular Railway Stock, 


£2,500; East Indian Railway Co. (Annuity Class B), £6,837 10s. The 
soos ot the association for the Pir now ending are as follows: 
on a above investments, £1,196 16s. 8d. ; life and annual sub- 


for like period, £313 198. ; donations, £31 10s.; and legacies, 

; making the total receipts of the association £3,042 5s. 8d. for the 

year. £2,0547s.4d., less brokerage, &c., has during the year been added from 

to invested mes of the association. The asso- 

ytimp be viz., from the execu- 

tors of Mr. ( of Dod & Lo e) the 

net sum of £900, from the executors of Mr. H. C. Chilton (formerly of 
the firm of 


‘Burton, Yeates, & Hart) the net sum of £100, and from the ! Exeter 








executors of Miss Charlotte Henrietta Sutton the net sum of £500. 
Donations ns £31 10s. have during the past year been thank- 
fully received from the following gentlemen :—Mr. R. J. Pead, £21, and 
Mr. H. Brandon, £10 10s. e directors have distributed £912 10s. 
awongst twenty-one members’ cases, and £195 amongst sixteen non- 
members’ cases, making the total relief granted £1,107 10s. The direc- 
tors have with deep regret to report the deaths during the past year of 
the following members of the association : -Mr. John Boodle, for very 
many years vice-president and secretary, Mr. William Ourtis Terry and 
Mr. Edward Walmisley. By the regulations of the association the presi- 
pent, vice-president, treasurers, directors, and auditors for the ensuing 
year are to be elected at the present meeting. The directors feel that, 
having regard to the highly beneficial operation of the association in the 
past, and the strong financial footing upon which it now stands, they may 
well urge upon the metropolitan members of the profession the desirability 
of their nding ond giving further personal efforts and support towards 
the promotion of its interests. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Honovrs Examination. 
April, 1895. 
At the examination for honours of candidates for admission on the roll 


of solicitors of the Supreme Court, the examination committee recom- 
mended the following as being entitled to honorary distinction :— 


Finst Crass. 
{In Order of Merit.] 

Cartas Antuur Buckiey, who served his clerkship with Mr. Samue 
Learoyd, of Huddersfield. 

Atrrep ALLEN Hosson, who served his clerkship with Mr. William 
Goodale, of London. 

Henry Hanson, who served his clerkship with Mr. Robert Barber, of 
Nottingham ; and Messrs. Johnson, Weatherall, & Sturt, of London. 

Cyriz Arxinson, who served his clerkship with Messrs. Atkinson, 
Saunders, & Co., of Manchester. 

Watrter Scorr Henpgrson, who served his clerkship with Mr. Horace 
Gilden Harwood, of the firm of Messrs. Harwood & Stephenson, of 
London. 

Water James Barnes, who served his clerkship with Messrs. Godwin 
& Louch, of Newbury ; Messrs. Andrews, Barrett, & Andrews, of Wey- 
mouth ; and Messrs. King, Wigg, & Co., of London. 

Herpert Harcsr Scorr, who served his clerkship with Mr. Charles 
Scott, of Gloucester, and Messrs. Gustavus Thompson & Son, of London. 


Szconp Crass. 
[In Alphabetical Order. ] 

Frank Anderson, who served his clerkship with Messrs. Tamplin, Tayler, 
& Joseph, of London. 

Florance Anthony Bainbridge, who served his clerkship with Mr. 
Charles Gabriel Beale, of Birmmgham; and Mr. James Samuel Beale, of 
London. 

Walter Alfred Chadwick, who served his clerkship with Mr. George 
Reader, of London. 

Ernest Lewin Chapman, who served his clerkship with Mr. Harry Reid 
Lempriere, of London. 

Frederick Charles Lambert, who served his clerkship with Messrs. 
Debenham & Walker, of London. 

Arthur Francis Ridsdale, who served his clerkship with Mr. Francis 
James Ridsdale, of London. 

Henry Walter Rydon, who served his clerkship with Messrs. Robbins, 
— & Co., of London. 

ur Irving Smallwood, B.A., who served his clerkship with Messrs. 
Smith, Pinsent, & Co., of Birmingham. 


Turep Oxass. 
{In Alphabetical Order. ] 

James Alcock, who served his clerkship with Mr. George Peter Allen, of 
the firm of Messrs. Partington & Allen, of Manchester. 

Charles Frederic Bailey, who served his clerkship with Mr. James Thorp 
Hincks, of Leicester. 

Henry Geoffrey Elwes, who served his clerkship with Mr. Henry Hervey 
Elwes, of the firm of Messrs. Elwes & Turner, of Colchester; and Mr. 
Edward Francis Turner, of London. 

Percy Haddock, who served his cler with Mr. Wadsworth Burrow 
Lillington, of the firm of Messrs. Baker, James, & Lillington, of 
Weston -Mare; and Messrs. Meredith, Roberts, & Mills, of London. 

Arthur Lloyd Jones, who served his clerkship with Mr. William Lloyd, 
of the firm of Messrs. Lloyd & Roberts, of Ruthin. . 

William Wrathal Lucas, who served his clerkship with Mr. John 
Anthony Engall, of Staines, Middlesex; and Messrs. Burton, Yeates, & 
Hart, of London. 

Kenneth Macdonald, who served his clerkship with Mr. Ernest Wallace 
Rooke, of Bath ; and Messrs. Preston, Stow, & , of London. 

Frederick William Richards, LL.B., who served his clerkship with Mr. 
Henry Ford, haat of the firm of Messrs. Ford, Harris, & Ford, of 
; and Messrs. Field, Roscoe, & Co., of London. 
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Vernon Ashley Riteon, who served his clerkship with Mr. Arthur George 
Sunderland t of London. 


; and Messrs. Peacock & 


of 
Arthur Nortom Spencer, who served his clerkship with Mr. Henry 
Seymour Hubbard, of London. 


illiam 


Marquis Whitehead, LL.B., who served his clerkship with Mr. 


William Joseph Widdowson, of the firm of Messrs. Bowden & Widdowson, 
of Manchester. 

Herbert Williams, M.A., who served his clerkship with Mr. Ebenezer 
Robins Williams, of B ham. 

Frank Hebden Wilson, who served his clerkship with Mr. Alexander 


Wilson, of 


Liv 1. 


The Oouncil of the Inco Law Society have accordingly given 

class certificates and aw: the none | ay of books :— 
To Mr. Buckley—Prize of the Hono Society of Clement’s Inn— 
value about £10; and the Daniel Reardon Prize— mye Na me ‘ 
8 — 


To Mr. 


Hobson—Prize of the Honourable Society of Clifford’ 


value 10 guineas. 
To Mr. Hanson—Prize of the Honourable Society of New Inn—value 


10 eas 


To Mr. Atkinson, ‘Mr. Henderson, Mr. Barnes, and Mr. Scott—Prizes 
ofjthe Incorporated Law Society—value 5 guineas. 

To Mr. Scott—‘* The John Mackrell Prize ’’—value about £12. 

The council have given class certificates to the candidates in the second 
and third classes. 

Fifty-five candidates gave notice for the examination. 


THE SE 





LECT ne ON THE LAND TRANSFER 
[FROM OUR OWN REPORTER. | 
Prustrpent or THE Law Socrery’s Evipence. 


The fourth sitting of the Select Committee of the House of Commons 


ba the 
t., Sir 
examinatio: 


Land Transfer Bill, 1895, took place on Thursday, the 30th 
R. T. Rem (Attorney-General) taking the chair. The 
m of Mr. Hunter, President of the Incorporated Law Society, 


was continued. 

Mr. Hunrsr, in answer to Mr. Botron, said that if the entry on the 
registe r could be made sufficient to enable the purchaser to dispense with 
other inquiries it would be better. It appeared to him that this could not 
be done without making very substantial changes in the law as it stands. 
The first difficulty would be that of boundaries. E Bill which had 
been brought in hitherto which had proposed to the boundary 
binding on the adjoining owners had also proposed machinery for 
advertising and for making it known. The present Act did nothing of 
the sort, and as the country would be dotted all over with pieces on the 
register and pieces that were not you could not have the man who was not 


owners of land as to occupying tenants. The Bill proposed that leases 


should be 


istered, but there was a great deal of land which was in 


occupation of tenants without leases. That would not require te be 


red, 


and all sorts of complications arose between the owner and the 


landlord under the Agricult Holdings Acts and otherwise. A pur- 


chaser who 


merely looked at the register might find the land burdened with 


very onerous obligations. In regard to easements there was a perpetual 


current of 


litigations respecting rights of way, rights of air, fishing, 


sporting, and such like. The register as established under the Act of 
1875 was expressly made subject to all these its, and an intending 
urchaser must satisfy himself by actual ing , not only as to the 


vendor but 
In all 


the occupier for the last twenty years, that none of these exist. 


districts containing minerals inquiry would have to be made whether | guaranteeing 


there were nf rights to enter and search for them. Inquiries would 
have to be 


like. As to leaseholds, the purchaser would have 


eas to land tax, quit rent, tithes, Crown rent and such 


the conditions of the lease. All these things made so great a difference 


between the transfer of land and of stocks and shares by entry on a | against 


register that it was impossible to reduce the title in land to the simple 
80 


inspection of a register. The examination of deeds 


for o 


information on these points —_ 


, 
was adopted, but such inquiries ought to be made. The proposed 
system Would ractically relieve a purchaser from inquiring Fite the 
equitable title the vendor and of persons having charges on 


pro . In this connection he would put in a 
con his own personal suggestions. It had not adopted by the 
Council, of the Incorporated Law Society. It was very important to 


recollect that for every one time that land was dealt with by out and out 
sale from vendor to purchaser it was dealt with many times otherwise. 
The proposed system would often add to the cost of the transaction the 
cost 


he believed 








an entry on the register. On the balance of convenience 
the extra cost would o the advantages of 


seemed measure prohibit from 
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purchase of ve > octet hes eee work 
necessarily under present system, observing often 
that in the course of twenty-y there mm 


exactly the same ground every time.—Everybody was content 
moderate investigations nowadays. 

But there would be the risk. Sometimes a leasehold title 
ong sae complicated business. I have often seen an abstract of 
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generally. 
to 8 a 
on registration ?—Yees, but that would not be rid of by the 
Mr. Hatpans then took the witness throught of 


a tenth of what they were at The fees Govern- 
ment official for his w would be less the fees paid to 
the solicitors for doing the work they did. But if a man did his own work 
now there were no fees to be paid to anybody. . The fees would 
be in addition to the fees payable now. In 1887 a was put 
foewaed by the Law Sockety Saat Sueses <5 Ste anaren one ae 
absolute title they merely to give a guaranteed title 

the purchaser on the of insurance, but that if the 
Se ee i ee taaena 
wa; prejudiced entry on the conveyance. would 
rotten of Sine tothe ‘Goverment, or indo Wty 
allowed to be entered as the owner someone who had no 








there should be a statement as well as the plan. He suggested that 
the State should guarantee the purchaser as to the boundaries as shewn 
Eg document. If they were incorrect the State should compensate 


Mr. Hatpane: Could not the principle of compensation be applied also 
to succession duty and incumbrances of that kind antecedent to the forty 
ears’ title, because quit rents and things of that kind might be over- 
ooked ?—‘Lhe limit with respect to these things would not stop at the first 
registration, particularly that with reference to the succession duty. A 
claim might arise which would not appear on the register. The State 
should guarantee st loss in r t to these. 

At any rate, we should be no worse off than under the existing law ?— 
avons be less to put a purchaser on his guard by the mere entry in 
a , 

Still he has 
of easements 
pecuniary guarantee would not be an indemnity in respect of fishing and 
sporting rights. People would fight for those. He had spent over £1,000 
ashort time ago in fighting an action over a few salmon. 

You suggested at the last sitting the difficulties of transferring a public- 
house under the regi You would transfer it to the purchaser, keeping 
the equitable interest in the vendor until the moment of sale, and the 
equitable interest would pass to the purchaser the moment the fiscal 
transfer was effected /—They were rather difficult people to deal with, the 
people who deal in this class of property. They did not trust one another 
very much. 

By Mr. Warman: Absolute titles were not required to be registered 
under the Act, and they probably would not be largely registered. 

Then, the great bulk of titles on the register being possessory titles, all 
that we have heard about cheapness will not come into play, because you 
will have to inquire just the same as now ?—You would have to inquire for 
a period from forty years back as now. 

{t would be entirely an extra expense for the man buying at the present 
time ?—For the next twenty years, no doubt. 

After the twenty or thirty years the possessory title would practically 
become absolute ?—After the “ageeraes period of forty years. The present 
generation would not get much advantage in dealing with land. It would 
require the intervention of an official in every transaction, which was not 
the case now. Two ple could meet and settle their own affairs at 
present, but if you had a registrar to go to that would mean another per- 
a People would have to pay for these transactions in the future as in 


t no great security at the present time, because these kind 
io not as a rule appear on the title—They did not. A 


ou suggested compensation as to boundaries. Would not that make 
the registrar very careful /—It was very desirable he should be. 

Would it not add largely to the expense ?—If it was a pecuniary 
— they could measure the relative risks of giving a guarantee on 

ight information. Under the old system of 1862, where the boundaries 
were guaranteed, the costs were very great, and it was very unsatis- 
factory. 

Mr. Tomurnson: It was suggested by Mr. Wolstenholme that the 
equitable owner could be protected by a caution or inhibition or notice ? 
—There was a very great difference of opinion as to whether a caution 
was an efficient protection. The Bank of England made use of a dis- 
tringas for the purpose. 

By Mr. Greenz, Q.C: The Incorporated Law Society had obtained 
information from the provincial law societies as to the feeling of solicitors in 
the — they were even more opposed to the Bill than were the 
London solicitors. e country solicitors had more numerous conveyanc- 
ing transactions, small cases principally. The paper the Lord Chancellor 
had referred to during his evidence was supplied to him by the Incor- 
porated Law Society in 1893. It represented the feeling of solicitors at 
that time, and there had been no alteration of opinion since. The matter 
had been discussed all over the country. 

Is the objection to the measure on the part of those concerned in 
= conveyancing to the compulsory registration of possessory title ?— 

ey thought it very objectionable altogether. It was not only the 

tion of possessory title, but the substitution of a system of trans- 
ferring land by the entry in a book kept by officials instead of by docu- 
ments prepared by the parties themselves. 

Is it the registration or the compulsion they object to?—The com- 


ion. 
Is there any distinction to be drawn between compelling registration of 

title to very small properties and to very large properties, or is the 

objection to — whatever may be the value of the property ?— 

He a Se objection related to large and small properties. It would 
v 


be t to compel people to register one class of property and not 
the pr Ba because what was a large property to-day might be a hundred 
small to-morrow. 

thought compulsion should be limited to where the value 
of the exceeded £300 ?—He thought it would be very difficult. 


You find a man a registered owner of property and he might have 

sold fifty pieces of it worth £300 each and there might be not much of 

the left, and, compulsion being abandoned under £300, there 

would nothing to shew that these sales had taken place. If a man, 

having a ae, was to cut it up into a hundred small portions 

each under it, there would be nothing on the register, no trace to 
shew that three-fourths of the property had gone. 

Will you assume the case of a small property of the value of £150, a 

, Tegistered with a possessory title, the purchaser would pay the 

of investiguting that title, and having acquired it, it woudl | be for 

ne to pay the expense also of a solicitor to put it upon the register ?— 


es. 
Then there would be the registry office fees, so that there would be 
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two sets of costs or fees. Supposing the registry were ten or twelve miles 
away, the purchaser would have to go to it or his solicitor >—Somebody 
would have to go and file the proper documents at the registry. They 
would have to be “pipaes and attested. The costs by the Law Society 
scale on the sale of a property of £150 would be £3. 

By the Cuarrman: That would be for one solicitor. 

By Mr. Bouron: If one solicitor acted for vendor and purchaser the 
fee would be £4 10s. 

By Mr. Greene: He would then have to pay his solicitor to attend the 
registry or go himself. The solicitor would be entitled to charge for 
putting property under £200 on the registry £2 2s., and the fee to the 
registry for entry of first proprietorship would be Lis. 

By the Cuarrman: That would be possessory title. 

By Mr. Greene: In addition there were the costs of the plan and 
stamps. There would also be the travelling expenses of the solicitor. 
a, a? would be the absolute limit for which the purchaser could ask 

or a title. 

As to succession duty, for what period have you still to look for that? 
— Before Mr. Gregory obtained the Act of Parliament it was from 1853 to 
all eternity, but now he thought it was twelve years. 

Then an investigation for payment of succession duty would have to be 
made whether the possessory title was registered or not ?—Yes, unless the 
law was changed. The Bill made no suggestion for altering it. The 
registration of title would give the purchaser no security that succession duty 
had been paid, and it would rather stand in the way of getting facts. If 
you had a series of documents there was something to shew as to the 
past, whereas the register only shewed that A. B. was the present owner of 
the property with or without charges. The remedy would be that A. B. 
should make a statutory declaration, and if he did there would be no way 
of —s him or of getting the money back. 

Jo you see any public ground for enforcing compulsory registration 
of title ?—I think it is all against it. The public interest was all against 
it. If people wanted it they could take it. It had been there for twenty 
years. There was nothing to prevent anyone from entering a title on the 
register. He believed that if people were allowed to take the title off 
again they would try the experiment. 

Mr. Warmincron, Q.C.: Is it absolutely necessary before you can get 
a certificate of the registration of the possessory title that applicant should 
himself be in actual possession of the land?—Either himself or his 
tenant. 

And the man actually registered, after he has got his certificate, need 
not himself either go into the occupation of the property or be in occupa- 
tion by an oceupying tenant at all. He can keep away fifty years, and 
not go near his property or receive a penny of the rent and yet no one 
could claim against him ?—Yes. 

And no one else could get a possessory title against him ?—That would 

be so. 
The question of boundaries is only a question of parcel or no parcel ?— 
Yes; and the question was whether a man had got a particular piece of 
land or not. There was no difference between the title to boundary and 
the title to land generally. Having got your property registered you 
might find alterations in the configuration which would seriously interfere 
with it. Before a sale there was a very careful investigation of the parcels 
to make sure they were right. 

The Cuarmman took the witness through the various inquiries and 
proceedings that had taken place with regard to registration in order 
to shew that the matter had been thoroughly discussed.—Witness said 
that he did not admit that the inquiry was complete. They started with 
the system in 1875, which now in 1895 was to be made compulsory. In 
1879 it was not recommended to be made compulsory, and since then 
there had been committees on the Bill. The Law Society had frequently 
applied tothe Lord Chancellor to be allowed to give evidence, but had never 
been able to get permission until now. 

The point I am putting is that this matter has been before the public 
for half a century prominently, and that the greatest legal authorities 
have pronounced their ey upon it P—Yes. 

Public-houses are held on lease as a rule?—Yes, in London, and the 
lease was mortgaged first to the brewer, then to the distiller, and fre- 
quently to a third and a fourth person. : 

After everything is executed and the money adjusted and paid do 
you really think it would be a difficult thing to walk across to the registry 
office and register tlie transfer?—The difficulty was whether the vendors 
would be pre to pay their money down and advance the incoming 
tenant at a time when under the Act of Parliament he would have no 
title. He would have no title until after the entry was made on the 
register. s 

Do not you think the ingenuity of solicitors would cope with this 
appalling difficulty of walking across to the registry /—No doubt we could 
get over it. 

Evipence rroM Bristow. 


Mr. Wm. Henry Arcuiey, in answer to Mr. Botton, said he was 4 
solicitor and had been in practice at Bristol for forty years. For thirty 
years and upwards he had resided in the midst of a dense working-class 
——_-. and practised principally amongst the working classes. He 

had great experience in conveying small working-class properties, and 
the conveyances and mortgages of this kind of property were very 
numerous in his office. The scale of charges he adopted was below that 
of the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act. He thought that all the solicitors in 
Bristol amovg the working classes did so. It was so low as to amount to 
shillings instead of guineas, a nominal sum. He handed in a table of a 
number of cases taken in rotation as they stood in his books during 1893 
and 1894 of particulars of sales and mortgages of working-class 
properties. 
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Mr. Bouton read some items from the list, as follows :—Mortgage for 
$50, costs £1 8s. 9d.; sale of ground-rents £65, costs £2; mortgage £100 
by two instalments, costs £2; conveyance £1 11s. 6d.; mortgage or charge 
for £30, costs 15s. These are the sort of charges which are made with 
regard to transactions dealing with properties of this kind ?—His charges 
were rather higher than those of other solicitors. The vendor and pur- 
chaser fixed their own time for completion. Under the present system 
the transaction could be completed almost immediately, provided he knew 
the title. Generally speaking he knew the title in Bristol, aud that 
would be the case with the older practitioners there. Bankers in Bristol 
made loans on the deposit of the deeds without the least difficulty The 
system of holding theJand and transferring it by deed worked very well 
there. The working-class people were very fond of having their deeds at 
home. They were proud of them, and he was quite sure they would much 
object to only having a certificate. He thought the register must lead to 
additional expense to purchasers and vendors, the purchasers especially, 
and transactions could not be completed so quickly as under the present 
system. They were very often completed the same day. Since the last 
Statute of Limitations titles had been wonderfully simplified. Clients 
were reasonably satisfied with the charges. He did not think there would 
be any improvement by the setting up of a Government office, as proposed, 
and that was the general opinion of solicitors in Bristol. They thought 
the work could not be done so well by a Government department or so 
inexpensively, and did not see the slightest necessity for the Bill. He 
thought the effect of it might be possibly to stop building altogether. 
It was likely to embarrass the freedom with which people dealt with land 
in connection with building. He could not see how they could get on 
under the Bill, because no owner of land would convey the legal estate in 
the land until the houses were erected, and no solicitor or anyone else 
would advance money on an equitable title, for which he got no security, 
to the builder. The custom was to grant an agreement for a grant at 
fee farm rent, and upon that agreement the builder, or the person for 
whom the house was to be erected, proceeded to get it up, and to get an 
advance on the agreement. He would borrow the money. When the 
house was completed an application was made to the freeholder for a 
grant, and the land with the house on it was granted at a fee farm rent 
to the person building the house. A process of that kind could be much 
better arranged in a solicitor’s office than before a public official in a 
registry office at Bristol or London. He did not see how they could get 
on under the registry system, because no builder would ever get an ad- 
vance on an equitable contract only. 

By Mr. Waxmincton, Q.C: A banker would make an advance on the 
deeds because he would trust to the solicitor having seen that they were in 
order. Under the registry system money could not be borrowed because 
the lender would have no security, as the freeholder could do just as he 

leased with the land. He might die and the heir might do what he 

iked with it, and there would be no remedy. At the present time the 
solicitor held the deeds, which effectually prevented the freeholder from 
dealing with the property. 

By Mr. Tomiinson: He did not know of any building society in Bristol 
which desired that the system of compulsory registration should be 
adopted. ‘The Act of 1875 was a dead letter as far as Bristol was 
concerned. 

Mr. Wickuam: May I assume that you are not hostile to the scheme of 
registration itself?—He thought the general body in Bristol would 
welcome any change that would simplify conveyancing, but they were 
decidedly opposed to the registry. It would cramp them in many matters 
in conveying. Many years ago a gentleman having a large estate put his 
title on the registry under Lord Westbury’s Act. He (witness) sawa 
solicitor on the previous day who bought a great deal under the title, and 
he said that he had had the greatest trouble and incurred more expense 
than under the present system of conveying. ‘The property was registered 
thirty years ago, immediately after the passing of the Act. 

The Cuataman : That Act is an admitted failure everybody agrees. 

Mr. Botton: It is the same as this except that there is an investiga- 
tion. 

By Mr. Wickuam: It cost the gentleman who registered his title over 
£1,000 te do it. 

By Mr. Szate-Hayne: In the cases which had been given it was some- 
times he himeelf and sometimes clients who lent the money. The parties 
who advanced the money did not receive any commission, and the fees 
stated did not include stamps. With a certificate the holder might make 
a declaration. that he had lost it and he might get another, which would 
open the door to fraud. 

By Mr. Botton: Under the present systema person could not practically 
do anything in the way of getting a mortgage unless he had the deeds in 
his possession. The certificate would not give anything like the same 
security that was afforded by the deeds system. 

By the Cuatrrman: He was authorized to speak for the solicitors of 
Bristol, and so far as he knew they were opposed to the Bill and to the 
privciple of registration. The objection of solicitors to registration might, 
perhaps, have influenced their clients in not adopting it, but he had never 
had any conversation with them on the subject. In the case of an estate 
being advertised to be let on building leases at Bristol a number of 
builders would tuke under agreements various plots of ground on fee farm 
rents. Until a house were built on a particular plot the owner would not 
convey that plot to the builder, but he entered into an agreement for the 
purpose of allowing the builder to take possession when the agreement 
was carried out and the house erected. The deed of t was prepared 


reserving the fee farm rent, and a conveyance of the legal estate was 
made to the grantee. 
You assume that in the meantime the holder of the land has sold to 










someone else by transfer on the without the builder knowing it ?— 
He might do so, because the b agreement lasted many years. 

By the Act of 1875 a caution might be put upon the register, and by the 
58th section a condition suight Uo munis bythe: putes Whe tanto tie 
agreement, before he spent a penny on the land, that no transfer or crea 
tion of a charge should be entered on the register without the consent of 
some person to be named by the proprietor, who in that case would be the 
builder ?—He had not read the Act of 1875 recently. 





grea ¥ 

By Mr. Boron : The main object of his coming was to give the com- 
mittee information as to the way in which small con were dealt 
with in Bristol. He did not come to give evidence on the Bill itself. 


Evipence From SunDERLAND. 


Mr. Tos. Cuas. McKenztg, examined by Mr. Bouron, said he wasa 
member of the firm of Kidson, McKenzies, & Kidson, solicitors, of 
Sunderland. The members of the firm held many local appointments and 
were also solicitors for a number of building estates in the neighbourhood, 
some of which were of considerable extent. The preva 
Sunderland was not to sell ground out and out, but in 
perpetual annual ground-rent. Conveyances were prepared and the 
purchaser obtained the original and the vendor a counterpart. The cost 
of these, with the plans, was from £4 4s. to £6 6s., which included stamp 
duty. He had not heard any complaints as to the charges. The transac- 
tions were usually carried out with great rapidity. He did not think that 
transactions of this character could be carried out as cheaply, 
eet, and satisfactorily under a registry. It would involve the 
going from the solicitor’s office to the and in many cases the 
preparation of supplemental deeds with conditions. From his own 
experience he believed the people of Sunderland would not be willing to 
accept the pro change. He had not the least serene against 
registration if it would be more advan to the pi . 

By Mr. Greene: In the case of country towns there would be 
considerable expense in the solicitor being required to go into the town 
where the registry was. During the last twenty-five years about 6,000 
transactions of tbe kind referred to had passed through his firm’s hands. 
x. Mr. Exus: He had been deputed to atteud by the Sunderland Law 

ociety. 
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ion of a 


Evipence rroM BreMIncHAM, 


Mr. Coxnetius Tuos. Saunpgers, examined by Mr. Boiron, said he had 
been in practice in Birmingham for forty years, and had a considerable 
conveyancing business. He was a member of the Council of the Incor- 

rated Law Society and a member of the Committee of the 
low Society. He was one of those who made tations to Lord 
Cairns in = om sone A —_ he withdrew s 
subsequently withdrew the regarding compulsory registration 
altogether. In 1893 the Birmingham Law Society prepared statistics of 
1,265 transactions. 

The CxHatrman observed that if these cases merely gave a general 
statement they were useless. 

By Mr. Bouton: The statistics were obtained from a large number of 
offices, who were asked to give an average collection of cases up to £600, 
with the amount of costs and the time involved. 

Mr. Hatpanr observed ,that the cases would be very interesting if the 
committee had before them the gentlemen who carried through the 
transactions to see whether they charged a fair scale. So long as the 
committee did not know the itions he could not see how they could 
assist them. 

Eventually the committee debated the subject with closed doors, and 
upon the room being again opened : 

The Cuainman said that at the next meeting they would ask the witness 
to give them from his experience what was the average cost for purchases 
of £100, £200, and so forth up to £600. 


The committee then adjourned till Monday, the 10th inst. 





LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Joun Woopnovss, solicitor (of the firm of Stanley, Woodhouse, & 
Hedderwick), of Bank-chambers, 45, Ludgate-hill, E.C., has been 
appointed a Commissioner of the —— Court of Queensland to take 
vits and the Examination of Witnesses. Mr. Woodhouse passed his 
final examination with honours, and was admitted in February, 1884. 


Mr. Cuartzs Freperick Farren, one of the judges of the h Court of 
Bombay, has been appointed Chief Justice of that Soak totes eco e 
Sir Charles Sargent, who has retired. 
CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS, 
Disso.vrTions. 

Rosert Dean Francis and Henry Rosert Prerce, solicitors (R. D. 
Francis & Pierce), Birkenhead. May 28. [ Gazette, May 31. 

James Ricuarp Hartiey and Ricuarp Rosson Osporne, solicitors 
Hartley, Son, & Osborne), Rochdale. May 31. The said James Richard 

y will continue to on his own account at 





Townhall- 
chambers, Rochdale, aforesaid, under the style or firm of Hartley & Son. 
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The said Richatd Robinson Osborne will practise on his own account at 
Lower Gates, Yorkshire-street, Rochdale, aforesaid. 


Tuomas James Savace and Txomas Ricnarps, solicitors (Savage, 
Richards, & Oo.), Finsbury-square. October 1, 1894. [G@azette, June 4. 





GENERAL. 


The Times, in an article on Scottish fishing, records the facts that at 
Arndilly Sir Ford North took a salmon of 28lb. and that Lord Justice 
A. L. Smith landed a salmon of 25lb. 


The annual general meeting of the Bar will be held in the Old Dining 
Hall, Lincoln’s-inn, on Tuesday, June 18, at 4.15, when the Attorney- 
General, Sir Robert Reid, Q.C., M.P., will preside. 


We understand that the name of Mr. Herbert J. Thurgood, F.S.I., of 
27, Chancery-lane, has been added by the Board of Trade to their list 
from which selection is made when it falls to the Board to appoint a 
surveyor to act in arbitration cases. And that Mr. Thurgood was last 
week also appointed surveyor by the Surrey County Council to act under 
the New Finance Act with reference to death duties. 


At the Kent Assizes on the 30th ult. Mr. Justice Grantham, addressing 
the grand jury, referred to the Bill now before Parliament which proposes 
to create a Court of Criminal Appeal. He said the measure was not, as 
was alleged, framed in accordance with the resolution passed some time 
ago by a majority of her Majesty’s justices, who recently, he might 
mention, met and unanimously condemned it as it had not been prepared 
on the lines of their resolution. He was of opinion that the formation of 
a Court of Criminal Appeal was unnecessary, and he believed that if the 
Bill in question became law it would be productive of much harm, as it 
would seriously interfere with the present efficient administration of 
justice hout the country. They would probably have appeals of 
the most trivial character taken before this new tribunal, and the grand 
jury could imagine the enormous waste of time of her Majesty’s judges 
that would thus result from the re-hearing of such appeals. He referred 
to the fact that there were about four thousand or gma to the Home 
Secretary every year, and said that such cases had been satisfactorily 
dealt with, and very much in favour of the prisoners, the Home Secre- 
tary having altered the decisions or sentences in 420 out of the 4,000 
petitions received. He regarded this mode of ap as far preferable 
to the one which this Bill sought to establish, and believed that such a 
great c' in the criminal law of this land as the Bill would bring 
about wo' render their trials less careful, less solemn, would deprive 
those trials entirely of their finality, and would lead to an enormous and 
unnecessary expense. 

On the 26th ult. at the Leigh Petty Sessions Joseph Young, an insurance 
agent, of Leigh, was charged with having on four different occasions 
wilfully and falsely represented himself to be an attorney. Mr. H. J. 
Widdows (Leigh) appeared to prosecute on behalf of the Incorporated Law 
Society; and Mr. C. Buckley (Leigh) represented the defendant, who 
pleaded op gap Mr. Widdows said the defendant was charged under 

the Solicitors Act, 1874, with having wilfully and falsely 

pretended to bea duly qualified attorney or solicitor. The defendant 
appeared to be a rent and debt collector, carrying on business at 
71 Church-street, Leigh. The letter produced was written by him on the 
17th of March to the manager of the Pearl Life Assurance Co. claiming 
on behalf of Mrs. Pearson, 131, Oxford-street, Leigh, whom he termed 
‘¢ my client,” a repayment of insurance premiums amounting to £10 18s. 
On the 18th of March defendant wrote a similar letter to the same com- 
y claiming on behalf of Mrs. Alice Jackson, 133, Oxford-street, 

, a return of her premiums amounting to £6 5s. 6d. Both letters 
were written as if by a solicitor, and the company acknowledged them 
saying they would give the matters their attention. - On the 21st of March 
. Platt Bridge, an assistant superintendent for the Pearl 
Assurance Co., called at the defendant’s office and saw him with regard 
to the letters. A conversation took place between them, and there and then 
the defendant represented himself as the solicitor in the matter. On the 
4th of April defendant wrote again to the company stating that if the 
ously referred to were not settled on or before Monday next he 
would take legal proceedings without further notice. He (Mr. Widdows) 
might point out that it was out of the power of any person except the 
ts themselves or a duly qualified solicitor to take le pro- 

The letters were distinctly a representation by the de- 
that he was a solicitor. After evidence had been given 
support of the charge, Mr. Buckley, for the defence, said 

of the letters was very bad, and was 

that they were written in solicitor’s terms. He would 
produce him a solicitor’s letter written in such terms. 
matical, and the man who wrote them did not 

h , for in each case he had written “as” for 
of the matter was as follows: Some woman whom 
on his rounds had stated her case to him with regard 
Assurance Co., and asked him to write to the company for 


i 


to the Pearl 


her. He got someone to compose the letters for him, and then he signed 
them. He might have committed a technical offence, and if he could be 
called to give evidence he would tell them he had not done it wilfully. 
The chairman said the bench considered that the defendant acted more in 


ignorance than an else. Nevertheless, the law — that every- 
one should be acquainted with the law. They did not think it was an 
case. e second charge, the 18th of March, would be dis- 

; for the first case, the 17th of March, he would be fined 20s. and 

costs ; and in the two remaining cases, without inflicting a penalty, he 


would be ordered to pay costs. On the application of Mr. Widdows the 
advocate’s fee was allowed. 








_Tae Horse, Carriacr, anp Ganerat Insurance Co. (Liurrep).—The 
directors in their report state that the new and renewal premiums 
received during the year have amounted to £37,563 8s. 1ld., as 
against £36,135 6s. 9d. received by the two uncombined companies 
in the previous year. The claims have been £22,114 6s. 5d., as against 
£21,017 3s. 10d. The revenue account of the year shews a profit 
balance of £1,251 15s. 1d., as inst £1,251 12s. 8d. of the two com- 

in the previous year. he expenses in obtaining the business 

ave been greater—namely, £6,885 13s. 11d., as against £6,245 5s. 8d. 
But it is expected that benefit will result from this increased expenditure 
to the company’s business during the present year. A payment on 
account of dividend, at the rate of ten per cent. per annum, was made in 
July last, and there being now an available balance of the Geueral Net 
Revenue Account of £1,064 03. 8d., the directors recommend a like pay- 
ment, free of income tax, for the half-year ending the 3lst of December 
last, and that similar bonuses, viz, 1s. 8d. per share apon those fully 














id, and 9d. per share upon those on which £2 5s. has m paid, be 
eclared payable with dividend, free of income tax. 
COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rora or Registaars mm ATTENDANCE ON 
Date. Aprzat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
ete ai a he Curry. Norra. 
onday, JUNe...........0...008 l , m 
a  ! ee 
mr - > Pugh Leach ewes 
 plaamimanemaitans Pust i —y 
Sa 15 bat Godfrey pal 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
KeExkewion. Romer. 
Mr. Farmer Mr. Pemberton 
Rolt Ward 
Farmer Pemberten 
Rolt Ward 
farmer Pemberton 
Rolt ard 














WARNING TO INTENDING House Purcuasers anp LassEzs.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 
Examined by an Expert from The Sani Oo. (Carter Bros.), 
65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee for a London house 2 guineas; 
country by arrangement. (Established 1875.)—[Apvr. ] 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
Bryrant.—May 25, at St. Michael’s-square, Pembroke, the wife of William Owen 
Mansel Bryant, wttedsc-. ‘ is Hugh | 
oe; y 25, at 5, Micheldever-road, Lee, Kent, the wife of Percy G. Herbage, 
citor, of a son. 
Moxx-Mace.—May 21, at Little Barton, Tenterden, Kent, the wife of J. Munn-Mace, 


‘tor, a& son. 
Sivem.—May 22, at 27, Bramham-gardens, 8.W., the wife of George Sillem, solicitor, of 
& son. 


MARRIAGES. 

Papmore—Goopwin—June 1, at St. Andrew’s Ch Pershore, by the Vicar, the Rev. 
J. Allen Bell, Frank A. Padmore, of Fallowfield, Manchester, “olieitor, to Hisanor, 
second daughter of George Goodwin, of Pershore. 

ae Tada he 2, at - Cuthbert’s itor, Morpetay Northumberland, by the 

- Phili bert Nicholson, solicitor to Frances H., youngest 
daughter of the late Thomas Fail, Blus House, if dS 

L _ ee Lawrance, barrister 
AWRANCE—June 
at-law, late of oo oon Lincoln’ aa 

ee eA % at Shawbrook en Holeoe near Manchester, William Slater, 
solicitor, aged 75. 








Oxtp and Razz Fire Insurance Ponicrrs, &c., wanted to complete a 
a ee by letter, to A. R. C., 76, Cheapside, London.— 
DVT. 





WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—Fuivay, May 31. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luoorep m CHancery. 





Brussets Toearee or Vanrretizs, Luarep—Petn for ere | oP, presented May 9, 
be on June 17. oes tans» at, Finsb cireus. 
Notice of appearing must reach the abovenamed not later 6 o'clock in after- 


noon of June 16 
Norrmeam axp Dersy Wares Gas Co, Luntrep—Creditors are required, on or before 
June 21, their names and and of their debts or claims, to 
bercrombie Welton, 5, st. Taylor & Co, 28, Great James st, 


Bedford row, agents for Maples & Ni solors for liquidators 
Sreamsuie Caruisie Co, Limirep (uv Liquipation) itors are req on or before 
of their debts or claims, to 


July 31, to send their names 
John Martin Winter, 16, Market st, Neweastle-on-Tyne, Gibson & Co, Newcastle-on- 


STEAMSHIP W INcHESTER Lrurrep (nr Ligquiarioy) Creditors are ey on or 


before July 31, to send 
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to John Winter, Neweastle-on-Tyne. Gibson & 
ein, we —_ Ts 16, Market st, ©o, 


Wrirrtoxs, Lt gE Oe ee ie Se Wee ere 
pn tel or Claims, to James Templeton Slade. Ogilvie, 
solor for liquidator 


Courty PALatixe or Lawcastenr. 
Lonrep m CHancery. 
Asurox, StaLysripes, Hype, awp Distaicr Carmiacr Co, Liurrep—Petn for winding 
SD eS ee ee ys, Man- 
ester, on ‘Monday June 17, at 10.30. Hardings & a Ny Manchester, 
for Gartside & Robinson, Ashton-under-Lyne. N of appearing must reach 
the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of June 15 
London Gasette-—Tuxspay, June 4. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luorrep m Cuaxcery. 
Iquiquz Sriver Co, Liarren—Creditors are required, on or before July 12, to send their 
addresses, debts or claims, to 


names and particulars of their Arthur Goddard, St. 
Sap seen, Eatery. Sawyer & Ellis, 7, Laurence Pountney hill, solors for 
uidator 
maaan ayp Courty News Co, Liurrep—Creditors are on or before June 30, to 
send thei :names and addresses, and i or claims, to John 


and particulars of their 
Monkhouse, 33, Market pl, Kendal. Wateon & Chorley, Kendal, solors for liquidator 
Saropsuire Unirep Mixire Co, Luarep—Creditors are required, on or before July 1, to 
send their names apie, of pee | oe ae & Se, 
Birmingham. 


George Marsh and Charlies Baker, 39, nett’s hill, Taun' Birming- 
ham, solor for liquidators — 
Unsuimorep im CHaAncery. 
Watsatt ayp Distaicr Perrzot Tanirr Burtpme Socrery—Peta for up, 
sented May 25, di to be Court-house, Lichfield st, W: . on June 


al . 
20. Evans, 20, Bridge st, Walsall. Notice of appearing must reach the abovenamed 
not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of June 19 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
lagoese Femate Faizypiy Socrery, Assembly Rooms, High st, Lymington, Hants. 


May 
Passion Ross Femaue Farenpiy Society, Newchurch Schoolroom, Culcheth, Warrington, 
Lancs. May 25 


CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasetie.—Tunspay, May 28. 

Acoms, Quixtix, Ripley, Yorks, Grocer July 1 Kirby & Son, Harrogate 
Bare, Saran, Altrincham July 1 Marshall Rigby, Manchester 
Bart, Canotive Ducxworrs, Abergavenny July 6 F M Humfrey, Old Court, Aber- 
Bavusy, Hacamere Parr, Southport June 29 Ormerod & Allien, Manchester 
Betiamy, Toouas Dasn, Jermyn st July 1 Ingle, Queen st 
Buaxer, Rev Water Isaacson, Easterton July 12 Howlett & Clarke, Brighton 
Brooxes, Tuomas, Dacre, Yorke, Farmer July1 Kirby & Son, Harrogate 
Brown, Capt Lavycerot Caantes, Corsham Juhe 30 Leman & Co, Lincoln’s inn field 
Canzy, Susawwa, Canterbury June 29 Mercer, 
Cantess, Mary Jane Caternie, Richmond July 1 Smith & Burrell, Richmond 
Caw, Jon», Halifax, Accountant June 28 Walker, Halifax 
Curt, Hewny, Houhslow July 8 Jonas, Old Serjeants’ inn . 
Dezixe, Mgcas 1 Wituiam Wattace, Eccleston sq, Lieut Col June 94 Symonds & Sons, 


Devereux, Groner Aurezp, W Hartlepool, Gent June 30 Belk, W Hartlepool 
Dicxexs, Wrutram, Northampton June 24 Darnell, Northampton 
Epwarps, Mary, Leeds July1 Kirby & Son, Harrogate 

Fiwpia, (or Fixptarer) James, Nice June 30 Brooks & Co, Godliman st 
Geonen, Eviza Fuaxman, Birchington June28 Angell & Co, Gresham st 
Gray, Wii114m, Reading, Esq June 21 Tucker & Co, Serle st 

Haus, Janz, Salford June 28 Selim, Mincing lane 

Harter, Joxas, Dewsbury, Rag Merchant June 26 Crawford, Leeds 

Hr1s, Tuomas, Kingsnorth, Yeoman June 11 Hallett & Co, Ashford, Kent 
James, Prupence Jexxixs, St John’s, Kent June 28 Cavell, Clement’s inn 
Jonzs, James, Arundel st, Hotel Manager Julyi Levy, Surrey st 

Kext, Jauzs, Menwith with Darley, Yeoman July1 Kirby & Son, Harrogate 
Lang, Colonel Henry, Bexhill June 30 Barnes & Bernard, Finsbury circus 
Lawsox, Nicnouas, Wellington, NZ June 25 Mackrell & Co, Cannon st 
Liver, Cuances, Kensington July1 Bolton & Co, Temple grans 

Lister, RicnarD, Brighton June 30 Flax & Leadbitter, Leadenhall st 
Marruews, Joux, Teignmouth, Draper June 28 Phelps & Co, Aldermanbury 
Maywnagp, Bev Taomas, Bristol July 24 Abbot & Oo, Bristol 

Muius, Gzorce Tay.or, Bristol Juneil4 Spofforth, Bristol 

McPurnsoy, Dowatp, Vauxhall June 30 Bompas & Oo, Gt Winchester st 
Neaxe, Sanau Evizasetu, Hastings July9 Davenport & Co, Hastings 





Newrox, Saran, Beckenham July1 Horsley & Weightman, Basinghail st 
Nrowotzs, Jowx Bucnaxay, Southwark July 10 Armstrong & Lamb, Moorgate st 
Panny, Epwanp Psxsvry, Liverpool, Sugar Broker June 30 Bartlett & Atkinson, 


| Porrer, Witt1am Norwoop, Sutton, Oilman June 15 Edwin & Son, Borough High st 


Pocx.ix, Parure Ravewnt, Mark lane July1 Thatcher, Essex st 

Reap, Ewa, Crediton, Devon July10 Sparkes & Co, Crediton 

Ruopes, Samvnt, Penrith, Chemist June 28 Sewell, Carlisle 

Ripspatz, Perer, Bilton July1 Kirby & Son, Harrogate 

Suirros, Witu1aM, Leamington,Gent July 1 Russell, Lichfield 

Starer, Wiiu1am, Newark upon Trent, Farmer July 10 Hodgkinson, Newark on 
Surrn, Jonx Anprew, Wavertree, Gent July3 Wright & Co, Liverpool 

Soromon, Mzsopau, Brighton June 24 Lindo & Oo, Finsbury circus 

Tayionr, Samvet, Birmingham June 24 Powell & Browett, Birmingham 

Warpmay, Jomx, Harrogate, Yeoman Feb? Kirby & Son, Harrogate 

Wuanrrtowx, Mary Eprra, Ashford, Middlesex June 30 Kennedy & Co, Clement’s inn 
‘Witiamus, Eva Gerace, Brighton June16 Nye & Treacher, Brighton 


London Gasette.—Fatpay, May 31. 
Arxtinson, Josera, Barnsley, Furniture Dealer June 8 Horsfield, Barnsley 
Bonwrs, James Bass, Gracechurch st July1 Hores & Pattisson, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Brapsrer, Wittram Rosert, St Thomas Apostle, Devon, Gent June 14 Petherick & 


Boros, Canouineg Avevsta, West Kilburn July 1 Lawrence & Sons, Raymond bil igs 
Buawsy, Susan Auten, Hyde Park June 29 Gray & Co, Staple inn 

Cooper, Fawxy, Huddersfield July1 Hind & Robinson, Lincoln’s inn 

Coorse, Rosget, Hastings, retired Corn Merchant June 24 Willett & Latter, Bromley 
Epwanps, Exrsua Jonny, Moseley, Gent July 11 Weekes & Co, Birmingham 

Evans, Morais, Gunnersbury, Surveyor July 9 Skewes-Cox & Co, Lancaster pl 

Fox, Jouw Leaptey, Wawne, Yorks, Farmer July 15 Procter, Beverley 

Lavrexcs, Gzonox, Winchelsea, Carpenter July1 Smith, Rye 

Giiison, Canotixe, Broadwater, nr Worthing July 16 Watson & Co, Nottingham 
Gowns, Cuantes, Ovington sq, C SI July 1 Morgan & Oo, Old Broad st 

Goven, Seria, Chelsea June 27 Draper, Vincent sq 

Hamwoxp, Mary, Manchester, Butcher July 17 Simpson & Simpson, Manchester 
Hawsanv, Gzonax, Bushey Heath, Barrister July 12 Dunkerton & Son, Bedford row 
Harersson, Jawz, Herne Bay June 30 Jones, Herne Bay 

Horsriecp, Witttam Grorer, Barnsley, Pawnbroker June8 Horsfield, Barnsley 
Innate, E.izasera Awx, Southsea July 1 Biscoe & Co, Portsmouth 

Jowns, Isaac Hanrixy, Liverpool July 12 Hime & Lamb, Liverpool 

Jowzs, Joux, Rhyl, Seed Merchant June 30 Gamlin & Co, Rhyl 

Kensuaw, James, Halifax, Maltster Jilly 10 Rhodes & Evans, Halifax 

Kinsy, Taomas, Leicester, Grazier July1 J & 8 Harris, Leicester 

Lepoaro, Jouw Arwrtacr, Manchester, Solicitor June 30 Ledgard & Street, Manchester 
Lewon, Joux Txomas, Wood Green, Harness Maker June %6 Ward, Bedford row 
Levy, Eowrs, West Hampstead, Gent June7 Lumley & Lumley, Conduit st 
Mar.es, Groner Pzarss, Smithfield Julyé Stubbs, Bedford row 

Marraews, Onanites Hewny, Wolverhampton, Factor July 11 Weekes & Co, Birming- 


MoAuesrer, Epwarp Lyox, Rosa, N WP India July 1 Murray & Oo, Birchin lane 
Mitts, Sir Cuan.as, Victoriast Aug 31 Bircham & Co, Old Broad st 
Mvroarrore, James, Didsbury July 10 Cooper & Sons, Manchester 
Opy, Grorer, Lydiard Tregoze, Farmer July6 Bevir, Wootton Bassett 
Parsons, Witu1am Tovey, Bournemouth, Bachelor Jane 30 Withy, New Swindon 
Proctor, Carnerine Pensam, Tunbridge Wells July 6 Peck, Gray’s inn sq 

Grorox Constantive, Manchester, M D June 30 Wood & Williamson, Man- 


Powerit, Rurs, Ore, Sussex Angi Sharman & Co, Wellingborough 
Ripena.ou, Henny, Oxton, Stock Broker July 12 Norton & Seddon Smith, Liverpool 
Riprey, Wii11am, Swansey, Foreman July 1 Maughan & Hall, Newcastle on Tyne 
Ricmanpsox, Murcer, Liverpool, Cutler July 10 Nicholson & Pemberton, Liverpool 
Bucs, Mrs Exzanon, Bayswater July 15 Kilby & Mace, Chipping Norton 
Bassoon, Ayagp, Brenchley, Esq July 4 Tatham & Lousada, O14 Broad st 
ScHouey, Groner, Barnsley, Yeoman June 8 Horsfield, Barnsley 

Sreap, Sanau, Bradford July 20 Hutchinson & Sons, Bradford 
Srorvorp, Sana, Fairfield July 81 Diggies & Ogden, Manchester 

Wess, Jacos, Netherton, Charter Master June 2i1 Clark, West Bromwich 
Wituiams, Mrs Hannan, Kidwelly June 15 Browne, Carmarthen 
Worveworrs, Wi1114m, Rotherham July 1 Maddison, Barnsley 

Waicrr, Waren, Wellington, Gent July 1 Booker, Wellington 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. Burraa 

London Gasetie,—Fitibay, May 31. 

Autex, Faeeriox xotnghat eae Stabe Notting. | °° Tine hig 
ham Pet May'29 May 29 . cag 2 tension, 
a Walkden, Groce Salford Pet May 


y 25 Ord May 25 


y 
Bareriey, Henry Josian, Jonw Writiam Barerzey, and li 
, an Pet May 29 Ord May 29 


BED Barertey .Hu 
Pet May 4 na tie Dyers Gaviop, Witiiam Josern, 
B ancus J. 


2 Ord 





B 
ws ore) > peemeaeemees Newtown ate) pe 


Pet 23 





Jaa, Salash, Carpenter Plymouth Gaaze, a Ord ay 30 Butcher Portsmouth ee 


Eves, Witiiam Joux, and Evizasera Co.iivs, Liverpool — Dawe, Newcastle Elec- 
Clerk Exeter Pet May | Laysvax, . va pe Fd 

pony ag 28 
<-  yauabepapane 











THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





June 8, 1895. 








Epwarp SrTErHen 
Pontypridd Pet May 27 Ord 


May 27 
ey es, Butcher Aberdare Pet 
May 27 Ord Ma 
inane BewnJamiy, Sarnia, Grocer Cardiff Pet May 28 
Ord May 28 


Norwich Pet May 27 


Merzprru, Epwarnp James, and 
oe Colliers 


Morse, a, Eaton, Grocer 
ned Al 

Mouroutr, ie, oe Manchester, Draper Manchester Pet 

Provp, Rader Title Colliery, Grocer Durham Pet 


May May 28 

Ranoatt, Jane | gl gz, Weymouth Dorchester Pet 
May 28 y 28 

Samsor, Sreruex, Stapleburst, Farmer Maidstone Pet 


May 
Baxpenson; RWB VWanchester, Broker Manchester Pet 
March ig Ord May 27 
Strack, Jouy, Saton Miner Derby Pet May 29 Ord 
29 


Surra, Ceci Tuzopore, Heaton ——, Grey Cloth Agent 

Stock: Pet May 10 Ord Ma eg 
ALTER Henry, Cardiff, Baker Cardiff Pet May 

rd May 25 

Watss, Wiiu1aM James, and Waiter Franxuixs Heaven. 
Birmi — Makers Birmingham Pet 
May 29 Ord May 

Waneems, Morean iene Dowlais, Provision Dealez 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet May 28 Ord May 28 

wo ee Watchmaker Man- 


4 t= Ord May 
Wats, Bo rwich, Brictlaver Colchester Pet 
May Ord May 27 


WILKINaoN, Wey ae. Bradford, Cabinet Maker 
Bradf. 


Spears, 
25 


Warerratt, 
chester 


‘ord ry i Ord ip bo 
Witvovensy, wt W J, Liverpool Liverpool Pet April 9 
Ord May 28 


Wrovct, — xs WILLIAM, 
L Pet May 27 Ord 
bea Cuar.es, Cardiff, Baker " Ceraitt Pet May 29 Ord 


fae St Mary, Farmer King’s 


The following amended notice is substituted for a pub- 
lished in the London Gazette of September 4, 1894 : 
Benstxab, Joun Anruvur, Guildford, Carpenter Guildford 
Pet Aug 31,1894 Ord Aug 31, 1894 


The es amended notice is substituted for that 
published in the London Gazette of May 10 :— 
Dean, Jonny Marcu, Staines, Surveyor Kingston, Surrey 

Pet Jan4 Ord May 3 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


CLoves og Cramlington June 17 at11.30 Off Rec, 
Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyne 

Cocks, , pom Trowbridge, Clerk June 19 at 12.15. Off 

Rec, Bank chamb brs, Corn st, Bristol 

ne... Joux Witiiam, Checkley, Licensed Victualler 
June 13 at 12 Off Rec, Newcastle under Lyme 

Dvuxes, Jeser, Wolstanton, Beerseller June 13 at 12.30 
Off Rec, Newcastle under Lyme 

Ex.icort, Wi, Oakham, Wheelwright June 7 at 
12.30 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Erpuem, Max, Leeds, Provision Merchant June 10 at 11 
Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Griazprook, Jou, Cambria Boiler Maker June 18 at 
3.30 Off idge Junction, High st, Ports- 


Grant, Tuomas Isaac, Landport, Butcher June 18 at 3 
Of Rec, Cambridge Junction, h st, Portsmouth 
Grogummidn, Josern, Has gt Saddier June 10 at 12.45 


a ings 
Hamuyn, Lesoure, Richmond June 10 at12 24, Railway 
London B 


app, ri 
Harries, ae James, Fis! Draper June 10 at 
2.30 Off Rec, 11, Quay st, irthen 
Hays, Jcun Darwen, Clothier June19at2 County Court 


burn 
Ho.enovse, Grorar, Withi m, Solicitor June 13 at 
's chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 
Jouiey, James, ‘aoe, Tinsmith June 21 at 10.45 
Court house, Upper Bank st, b Lena “a 
Kewtey, THOMAS and Jeremiau Keviy ton, Provision 
Merchants June 12at3 16, Wood st, Bolton 
Kine, Joun b wadgos — n, Gios, Tailor June 11 at 3.15 


bldgs, Ch 

Lewis, Arr nang! Surveyor _ T7at12 Off Rec, 
Pavilion 

lana Ricuarp, Dodainghurs, Farmer 


Mins Jans Aldrington, er June7at3 Off Ree, 


Pain. Sy Grorce os Ehiteal, Mechanic June 12 at 11.45 
County Court Office, Madeley 
Moreas, Witi1aM Henry Ebbw Vale, Confectioner June 
2 Off erthyr Tydfil 


7 atl 
Norwich, Grocer June 8 at 12 Off Rec, 


Morsz, Artau: 
"King st, orwich 
New, Cuarutes, Grantham, Furniture Warehouseman 


June 8 at 12 Off Ree, St Peter’s Church walk, Notting- 


awe Cuaries Joux Scrymsour, Rock Ferry, Gentle- 
man June 11 at12 Off Rec, 36, Victoria st, Liver- 


pool 
Oasurn, F, Harlesden June 11 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Pangye, Bar, Ferndale, Grocer June 11 at3 Off Rec, 
omas Suaaitt, Great oe _—— June 7 
Off Rec, Trinity House lane, H 
a oe Davip, Brewood, Grocer ari liat 11.30 Off 
olverhampton 

me. Lemus. oes Cardiff, Picture Dealer June 10 

at10 Off Rec 29, Queen st, Cardiff 
Boor, yon oe Tolleshunt D’ Arey, Farmer June 7 at 12.15 
ay Rar, Jarrow on Tyne, Tailor June 12 atl 


Off on Tyne 
Sours, J A, Norwich, Pawnbroker June Sat1 Off Rec, 


8, King st, 


June 7 at 


Piyxkyey, 
at ll 





Sreet, Harry Epwarp, New 8 Fruiterer June 11 


at2 Henry C Tombs, Off Rec, = st, Swindon 

Swrixnertox, Arworp, Hanley, Artist June 13 atll Off 
Rec, Newcastle under Lyme 

Tnom as, Joun, Ferndale, ier June 11 at 12 Off Rec, 

rthyr Tydfil 

was James, Willenhall June 11 at 11 Off Rec, 
Wolverhampton 

Warp, Tuomas, Lowestoft, Tobacconist June 8 at 12.30 

ff Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 


Wears, Toomas Bensamin, America . Oil Merchant 
June 10 at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Woop, Witt1am, Hop Merchant June 7 at 12 Off Ree, 
St Peter’s Church walk, Nottingham 

Youre, Witttam Henry, Wood Green June 10 at 11 
Bankraptey bldgs Carey st 


The follo amended notice is substituted for that pub- 
lished in the London Gazette of May 28 : 
Jounson, Wittiam, Spratton, Baker June 5 at 12.30 
County Court bldgs, Northampton June 11 at 12 
County Hall, Northampton 


The following amended notice so far asit relates to the 
irst Meeting is | + for that published in the 
London Gazette of May 
Boppy, ALBERT, West Hartlepool, Tailor June7at3 Off 
Ree, John st, Sunderland 


ADJUDICATIONS. 

ALLEN, Freperick, Nottingham Nottingham Pet May 
29 Ord May 29 

Batts, Mrs, Cromer Widow Norwich Pet May 11 Ord 
May 28 

ee ye Walkden, Grocer Salford Pet May 
29 Ord May 29 

Berry, Re rus, Keighley, bf ' Machine Maker Brad- 
ford Pet May 23 Ord May 

Butter, Marcus James, Saltesh, Carpenter Plymouth 
Pet May 27 Ord Ma 

Cooper, WILL 1AM, a i Leicester Pet May 
29 Ord May 

Corroy, Grorae _ -acenaren, Hairdresser Neath 


Pet May 22 Ord May 28 

Exxis, Wituiam, Leeds, Innkeeper Leeds Pet May 29 
Ord May 29 

Gatiop, Wiit1AM Josgrn, Exeter, Clerk Exeter Pet May 
28 Ord May 28 

Grant, Tuomas Isaac, Sentpan, Butcher Portsmouth 
P | 24 Ord May 

Hawkins, CuHaRies Tintany Oxford, Accountant Oxford 


Pet April 10 Ord 
Hivcuutrr, Jouy, Leeds, Wooa Sawyer Leeds Pet May 27 


Ord May 27 

Jack, Tuomas, Cardiff, Boot Dealer Cardiff Pet May 27 

‘ Ord —— » 

ackson, Harry, Nottingham, Sculptor No! ham Pet 
May 28 Ord May 28 ro 4 ists 

Lamont, Danret, Newcastle on Tyne, Medical sts 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet May 27 Ord May 

Merevirs, Epwarp James, and chm ad SrerpHEen 
Merepitu, _—* Colliers Pontypridd Pet May 
7 O rd May 

MIvzs, dan Sol Aberdare, Butcher Aberdare Pet 
May 27 Ord Ma 

Morais, may Cardiff, Grocer Cardiff Pet May 28 


y 28 
Morse, Artuur, Norwich, Grocer Norwich Pet May 27 
28 


Ord May 

Nicnot, CHartes Jonn Scrymsour, Rock Ferry, Gent 
Birkenhead Pet April22 Ord May 29 

Proup, Joseru, — Colliery, Grocer Durham Pet 
May 28 Ord May 

RanDaui, Jane om Weymouth Dorchester Pet 
May 27 Ord May 28 

Samson, STerHen, man Farm Bailiff Maidstone Pet 
May 25 Ord May 27 

Sack, cons, I Selston, Coal Miner Derby Pet May 29 


Ord May 

Sours, J A, a Pawnbroker Norwich Pet May 8 
Ord May 23 

Speare, Wisse ee Cardiff, Baker Cardiff Pet 
May 25 Ord May 

Tompson, Sennse” ;_ — aM, Eastham, Shipowner 
Birkenhead Pet April 30 Ord May 27 

Watrers, Morean Lancetot, Dowlais, Provision Dealer 

erthyr Tydfil a ~ 2 Ord May 28 
Waeeete es ani —, Watchmaker Man- 


word Mi 
Weiss, Th uous, atic ve Colchester Pet 
y 27 


Wrovr, Be. aay 2 8t ae Farmer 
King’s Lynn Pet May 27 Ord Ma 
Youre, Cuanes, Cardiff, Baker Pet May 28 
rd May 29 
The follo amended notice is substituted for that pub- 
lished in the London Gazette of September 4, 1894 :— 
BensTEap, - oh Arrnur, Guildford Carpenter Guild- 
ford Pet Aug 31,1894 Ord Aug 31, 1804 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Luoyp, J., Bank bldgs, Lothbury, Engineer Court 
Adjud March 20, 1894 Annul May 17, ioe 


London Gasette.—Turspay, June 4. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Bangs, Ses Jous, ae, anette Wolverhampton Pet 
y 31 
Batt, hd ALFRED, Saeaten, Coachbuilder Bangor 


Pet May 29 ae 
, Commission Agent Bradford 


Bernstern, ABRAHAM 
Pet May 30 Ord May 30 
Brewstss, CHARLES Rue B BLoomrietp, Batten, Butcher 
urt Pet May 31 Ord May 
CarTwricnut, Groras PER, and | ae Carr- 
WRIGHT, Sow Bridge, Manufacturers Halifax 
Co TW sible Hedingham, 
RDER, WILLIAM, Brickmaker Col- 
chester Pet May 31 Ord May 31 








Fouitove, Frawnors, , Cabinet Maker Peter. 
borough Pet May 31 May 31 

Harazison, Epuvyp, Market, Fruiterer High 
Court Pet May21 Ord May 28 

Hiecs, Wim Faeperice, 8 Commanens 
Traveller Swansea Pet May 31 = LG 

Jevvenizs, Joszrn, Bristol Bristol y 31 Ord 


May 31 
Jenkins, Sipyrey, Some, Paper Hanger Cardiff Pet 
May 31 Ord May 
Jones, ss, Nowe. Seane Gloucester Pet May 31 
y 31 
Jones, Witiiam Tayo 5 Schoolmaster Canter- 
bury Pet May 31 Ord 


Kirsy, Gzorer, _ Cup ‘builder Sheffield Pet 
y 31 Ord May 31 
Maxrietp, Joun Grorer, Cropwell Bisho Ort May 2 
Victualler Nottingham et aay 7 


Pet May * 
Moor, Hervert, Grant Farmer 
May 15 Ord May 31 
Paxixarox, aes a Licensed Victualler Preston 
Ponuars "oma, Late, Farmer Luton Pet May 20 
3 


Roserts, am mere Conway, Farmer Bangor Pet 
Ord May 


May 30 
Suamme. ee ciao, Covent Garden, Fruit Merchant 
High Court Pet May 14 Ord md May 30 
SHimpere, vel Manchester 
chester Pet May 31 Ord acy 31 
Orewa t IC, Islington High Court Pet May 9 Ord 


Terry, : Spoemen, Testebent, Schoolmaster 


Croydon Pet Ma: Ord May 27 
Tareas Davin, Deptiord, B Builder Greenwich Pet May 
31 Ord May 31 


Wasrex, Ernest E, Colchester, Shoe Manufacturer Col- 
chester Pet May 10 Ord May 29 

Warernouse, Jonn Auraep, Petersham, Gent Wands- 
worth Pet Feb28 Ord May 30 

The mote p amended esis is substituted for that 
published in the London Gazette of May 24 :— 
Tot ae Childhay, Farmer Bristol Pet May 1 
20 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Baker, anes, Stanford, a June 25at12 Law 


New rd, Peterboro' 
Bevan, Winsas, Wavertree, Pe blican June 12 at 2 Royal 


Hotel 

Boer, hess JAMES, ey Carpenter June 13 at 11 
10, Athenzeum ter, 

CARPENTER, JOHN WituiaM, een, MD June 13 at 
8 O , 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

CARTWRIGHT, Guorar Cooper, and Rusnworta Carrt- 
WRIGHT, Sowerb Bridge, Re Manufacturers June 12 
at 11 Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 

Ciemetson, Ricnarp, i a Farmer June 13 at 
2 Off Rec, Week st, Maidsto 


, 


Cooper, Wiiu14m, Earl Shilton, Boot a June 


13 at 12.30 Off Rec, 
CorpEr, bee Sible 5 edingham, Brickna Brickmaker June 
ll at 12 Townhall, Colch 
— —— Stockton on e Engineer 
On Rec, 8, Sibet a sividiechooagh 
Ev a “Jas Wiis, Treorky, Tailor June 13 at 3 


yr Tydfil 

Evans, Watrer psy Bristol, ye June 19 at 12.30 
Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Fiske, Roperr mg ow Tooting, School Proprietor 
June 12 at12 24, tome ag Bridge 

Foster, ALrrep Woop, Middlesborough, Cabinet Maker 
June 12 at3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesboro 

Gou.pgy, Bromiey Hawrrey, Sutton, Wharfinger June 
11 at 12 pty bldgs, st 

Geant, C 4 Windsor June 12 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, 

—, ie Chalfont St Giles, Auctioneer June 13 at 

11.30 George Hotel, ‘Aylesbury 

Howe..s, Heywoop, Ebbw Tradl Mon, Sculptor June 12 
at 12° Off Rec, Merth 

Hupson, WiLLiaAM Yo June 14 at 12 Off 


st, Sou! 
JonEs, Troma Porth, “re June 13 at 12 Off Rec, 
Merthyr 


Ty 

Lucena) Martruew, Sunderland, Provision Merchant 
June 12 at 11.30 Off Rec, 25. John st, Sun 

—— Jauas, “Manchester, Drape Draper om 13 at 3.30 

len’s 

ee er . 14 at 12 Of 

Raymonp, ya Wi.u14m, Bristol, Butcher June 19 at 
11.30 Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bri 

Rick arp. Seana Kimblewick, Farmer June 15 at 12 
Off Reo, Oxford 

Samson, Stepuen, Hever, Kent, Farmer June 21 at 10.30 
Off Rec, Maidstone 


Week st, 
Scazr, Jonny, Painter Junel2at3 Off Rec, 
8, Albert rd, h 
SzarTox, pe mag ah Portland pl, t June 12at 2.30 Bank 
Siack, Jouy, eee 7 Goal Miner June 12at12 Off Rec, 
St James’s 


chmbrs, Derby 
mas eo Theobald’s rd, Wine Merchant Juue 12 
bldgs, Carey st 
hem. Vaca y, Farmer June 19 at 12 Of 


Ww oo Haxez E Calchster 8h: ‘uanufact June 
ARREN, EST oe arer 
Colchester 


li atl Townhall, 
wees Pay Harwich, Bricklayer June 11 at 11 


i11aM, Selsey, Builder June 12 at 3 
Hotel, Chichester 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Batt, in Jems a) en Coachbuilder Bangor 
Seicinae bales Leeds, Commission Agent Bradford 
Pet May 30 Ord May 30 
Wood Turner Bradford Pet 


Bae Sh ed May ht” 


June 


eee 
Dolphin 








BHHREe eS Eee gi 


my 
is 


on 
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Jor 


om 
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Jur 


Jur 


Jun 


Jun 


Jun 


Jun 


Jun 


Jun 


Jun 


Jun 


Jun 


Jun 








chant 
Man- 
9 Ord 
master 
et May 
Col- 
W ands~ 
that 
May 1 


2 Law 
| Royal 
13 at 11 
e 13 at 


CartT- 
June 12 


ne 13 at 
r June 
June 
June 
13 at 3 
at 12.30 
yprietor 
Maker 
ro) 
; June 
y bidgs, 
ne 13 at 
June 12 
12 Off 
Off Ree, 
at 3.30 
12 Off 
ine 19 at 
15 at 12 
at 10.30 
Off Ree, 
0 Bank 
Off Rec, 
Juue 12 
12 Off 
er June 
11 at 11 
12 at 3 


Bangor 
Bradford 
ford Pet 








June 8, 1895. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


(Vol. 39.] 


549 








Cuarmas, Atraep Waicut, Brockley High Court Pet 
Oct 29 Ord May 28 
Criemerson, Ricnarp, —— Farmer Maiistone Pet 


May 27 Ord 
Carrrix, W1i11am ester, Dyer Manchester Pet 
Mar 20 Ord May 30 
Dexter, Axprew, Willesden green, Gent High Court 
Jan 29 May 28 
Fuuuiove, Francis, , na Maker Pcter- 
we 
AB 


Pet May 31 May 31 
¥, —— Widow Cambridge Pet April 19 


Hices, Commercial 
Traveller Swansea Pet May 31 Ord y 31 

Homer, "7 i, Butcher Birmingham Pet 
May Ord May 29 

Sveeon, aah —y Basingstoke Winchest Pet 


May 10 Ord May 31 
Jenkins, Sivney, Cardiff, Gilder Cardiff Pet May 30 
Ord May 31 


y 3 
Wi ae Faepericx, Sw 





JOHNSON, i Redditch, Grocer Birmingham Pet 
Mayi8 Ord May 28 

J — Newent, Farmer Gloucester Pet May 31 

ta 31 

Witias Bevan, Birmingham, Cab Driver Bir- 

ham Pet May16 Ord May 29 

nomas, and Jeremian Keuvy, Pelten,  eenmuns 
Merchants Bolton Pet May 10 Ord May 

Kiapy, Georce, Sheffield, Organ Builder Shettiela Pet 

May 31 Ord May 31 

Lawes, Joun Bennet, ee, Student Canterbury 
Pet March 13 Ord May 

Maxrie.p, Jouy mo oon Lropwell Bishop, Licensed Vic- 
tualler Nottingham Pet May 27 Ord May 31 

eg Lage ry Licensed Victualler Preston 


Roperts, lwm, Gao. aa, Farmer Bangor Pet May 
29 Ord May 30 

Rumbo, Farpericx Wit114m, Bristol Bristol Pet May 
16 Ord May 30 

Suimperc, Morris, Manchester, Wetespenst Maker Man- 
chester Pet May 31 Ord May 31 

Tuomas, Davin, New rd, Tobacconist Greenwich 
Pet May 31 Ord May 31 

Wixstape, Wiii1am, Selsey, Builder Brighton Pet May 
20 Ord May 30 


Engr, Tae 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


June 10.—Messrs. Furper, Paice, & Furser, at the Mart 
E.C., at 2 o’clock, Improved Ground-rents, Freehold 
and Lenschold Investments (see advertisement, May 25, 
p. 6 

June 10.—Messrs. Penxixs & Cxsar, at the Mart, E.C., at 
2 o’clock, Freehold and Leasehold Properties (see ad- 
vertisement, June 1, p. 532). 


June 11.—Messrs, Denennam, Tewson, Farmer, & Barpar- 
water, at the Mart, E.C., at 2 o'clock, Freehold Pro- 
perty (see advertisement, this week, p. 6). 

June il. —Messrs. Driver & Co., at the Mart, E.C., at 2 
o’clock, Sporting and Freehold Residential Estate (see 
advertisement, May 25, p. 4; June 1, p. 4). 

June 11.—Messrs, Marrtiy, aac, & Co., at the Mart, 
E.C., at 1 o’clock, Leasehold Ground-rent and Resi- 
dences, Freehold Shop and Dwelling-house (see adver- 
tisements, May 25, p. 6). 

June 11 and 12.—Messrs. E. & S. Surru, at the Mart, E.C., 
at 2 o’clock each day, Freehold and Leasehold —— 4 
and Shop Properties (see advertisements, this week, 


p. 549). 

June 12.—Messrs. Daniet Surru, Son, & Oakey, at the 
Mart, E.C., at 2 o’clock, the Membland Residential 
Estate (see ‘advertisement, May 25, p. 1). 

June 12.—Messrs. Martin, CLARKE, & Co., at the Railway 
Hotel, Finchley, at 6 30 o’clock, a Freehold Residential 
Property and 49 Plots of Freehold Building Land (see 
advertisements, May 25, p. 6) 

June 12.—Messrs. Eowix Fox & Bovusrieip, at the Mart, 
E.C., at 2 o’clock, a Freehold Residential Property, 
Leasehold West-end M and R (see ad- 
vertisemente, June 1, p. 4). 

June 12.—Messrs. Oakuey Fisuer & Co. , at the Mart, E.C., 
at 1 o'clock, Freehold and Leasehold Investm:nts (see 
advertisement, this week, p. 550) 

June 13.—Messrs. Depenuam, ‘Tewsoy, Fanuer, & Baipcr- 
WATER, # the Mart, E.C.,, at 2 o’clock, Freehold and 
Leaseho id Properties (see advertisements, this week, 


p. 6). 

June 13.—Messrs. Driven & Co., at the Grand Hotel, Bir- 
mingbam, Freehold Resid ential and Investment Pro- 
perties (see advertisement, May 25, p. 4; June 1, p. 4). 

June 13.—Mesars. Fapeprotuer, Euuis, Crank, & Uo., at 
the Mart, E.C., at 2 o’clock, Freehold Residential Pro- 
perties and Estates and leasehold Investments (see 
advertisements, May 25, pp. 2 and 3). 

June 13.—Messrs. ©. C. & T. Moorz, a the Mart, E.C., at 
2 it per] pom ry ‘reehold and Leasehold Ground-rents, Free- 
hold Leaseld Properties, and Building Ground (see 
advertisement, May 25, p. 6). 

June 13.—Messrs. Ventom, BuLL, iy Cooper, at the Mart, 
#6. , at 1 o’clock id an Leasehold Shop 





Properties (see advertiser’. this week, p. 649). 





” letters intended ’ ‘publication in the 
** Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticaid 
by the name of the writer. 
Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Journal with regularity, it is requested that 
application be made direct to the Publisher. 


SALES FOR THE YEAR 1895. 
Teeghene, Pe e-- \_chc 


MESS. BAKER & @ SONS beg to an- 
nounce that their SALES of LANDED ESTATES, 
Investments, Town, Suburban, and Country —— 





TWO DAYS’ SALE at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, 
E.C., on TUBSDAY and WEDNESDAY, 1ith and 12tr 
JUNE, 1995, at TWO o'clock each day. 


RS. E. & S. SMITH are fevoured 
1 ae © 


to SELL AUCTION, 
aioe desisable 
































Particulars and condi! conditions of sale may be had a the 
Mart ; of J. singhall-sreet, Ej and a, Satan Sm, 

17 and 18, Basinghall-str and of the Auctioneers, 
11, Queen Victoria-street, E 





EAST DULWICH. 
ON FRIDAY NEXT.—Freehold Ground-rent of £45 per 
annum. 


ESSRS. BAKER & SONS will SELL b 
AUCTION vA the MART, E.C., on a 
TWO, a valuable FR 


~— 
nine residences, “Nos ars > ist,” Upland rout pen 
Dulwich, of the rack fh ag Ee ee 
offering a highly sound Lames & 
of J. Banks Pittman, Esq., Nee k 7 


house, 17 and 18, Basinghall-street, -0 $ 
Auctioneers, 11, Queen toria-street, E.C.. 





CROYDON. 


ON FRIDAY NEXT.—Two capital 
producing £104 per annum. 


means. BAKER & SONS will SELL b 


UCTION, at the MART, E.C., on FRIDA 

NEXT, tom th JUNE, at T TWO, in Two the well-built 

FREEHO CE known as Mont Royd, No. 100, 

-road, walk from the West Croydon 
Raliway Mietien, esptataing these 

rooms, and domestic offices; stabling, , and 

conservatory. Lat atthe low rentat of oe 


1 
ois banphaiste Sy eee 
ll, tt Gos Victoria-street, E. 


OLD KENT-ROAD, 8.E. 
ON FRIDAY NEXT.—Four well-built 


Nos. 9, 10, 11, and 1 ; all 
aan , 10, ay een ; ; = 
34 years; low 


ESSRS. BAKER & SONS will SELL b 
AUCTION, at the Mart, E.C., on FRIDAY NEXT, 
the above SMALL LEASE- 


14th JUNE, at TWO, above capital 
rere tem 
ry and of ¥ 


se ticnlare of 3 Banks Pittman, 
house, 17 and 18, Basinghall-stret, £ 
Auctioneers, 11; Queen Victoria-street, E. 





ADYOWRON 3 in popular county ; substan- 


invested ; good church and [ytreidence; moderate 





& FP 
AMS 'ARKES, i Surveyors, 14, Southamp- 


























SECOND DAY’S SALE. 


M2888. E. & 8. SMITH will SELL s by 
AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard 
oa WEDNESDAY, 12th JUNE, 195, at TWO o'clock, the 


Business Feenies, Buil Land, Ground TUESDAY, llth JUN yk the f 
sions, Shares, sabe will be pte Rover at the ESTMENTS in Property :— 
MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on the following FRIDAYS 3 
during the year 1895 :— ; 
June 14 Suly 19 September 13 ber 15 ny : q 
June 28 July 26 ~ “hed ——— 22 a 
July 5 August 2 D ber 6 
July 12 August 23 October 25 | December 13 55, 56, 57, 68, and 59, Stock- prere 
Auctions can be held on days besides those above speci- » Stock well-! £ e& £8. 
fied.—No. 11, Queen Vistorin-strest, E.C. 8 Oeach|150 0 (total) 
PECKHAM, CAMBERWELL, EA3T DULWICH, and 710 a7 0 
WANDSWORTH ROA _ 26 0 (wkly.) 
ae wages Bam —By direction of . OF the 
Reynolds, 3 .— Well-secured Freehold Lower 
Gecusheut of ee arising from 41 dwell- Be Je Mies 14 10 54 12 (wkly.) 
ing-bouses, licensed premises, producing 
rack-rentals of over £1 hy ln dydenham i 12 0 36 8 (wkly.) 
NS will SELL | |, _ Royal 
baie pe ey B one on FRIDAY | , Sydenham ( ex co yrs} 7 7 28 12 (wkly.) 
NEXT, JUNE 14, at TWO, in 17 ee ‘ley valuable p " ven 
FREEHOLD GROUND-RENTS, as follows :—, gel Bop van he ee = s -- 
Ween 3,36 3y, 41, pests 
Ground-| Rack 
Property. Rent. pret Rental. foetal Blab 
‘erm. stock-road, H 6 10 cach|201 4 (total) 
241, n= = sre 
PECKHAM & CAMBERWELL. ¢€ s. | £ | bury (Shop) ...........-.+ ali 10 0 % 0 
Nos. 55 tu 69 (odd), Albert-road|) 25 0 | 71 yrs. 228 
= Arms, Albert- 6 olen - yrs; 7 0 2% 0 
| 69} yrs 
Nos. Land 2; st Georwee-etres} 8 54 ym) 82 | | Mowmaay wa [tum| © Oeach| 4 
‘03. 5to 13 ( » Fraw | yrs 
Nos. 14 to 20 (even), Coplestone- art oe er U  Heliowey sehached yrs| 7 10 each 25 0 each 
Nos. 119 to 125 (odd), Belienden- | , Wood Green.........88yr8| 8 0 | 26 0 
24 0/81 yrs.) 119 1 and 2, Bradley- 
Nos, # andi, Sediemoor-place, ols ms eo | eno +. (83 yrs.| 2 O each) 20 16 (wkly.) 
EAST DULWICH. ss | PP ed em epee eRe ne pt mtg me = ne | 
Nos. 1 to 7, Gordon-terrace, sooty), Ctainas of Messe, Boulton, Saas, © 
Goodrich ; | 2% 0/96 yrs.) 200 Sondemen, Geleoen, 2ta, Northam; uare, E.C.; 
WANDSWORTH ROAD. fhe Mares” ere Auctioneers, No. 54, prod wikhy 
Nos. 29, 31, 36, 37, 39, 41, and 43, Pentonville, E.C. (near New River Head). 
Chrichton-road, and No. 37, | 
Bramwell-street ... Fin | 33 0 | 70} yrs.| 250 consiailtl 
Total ... | 173 18 | 1,209 




























yrs./36 0 
yrs.|10 0 


aon rp 0 


48yrs.,7 7 
A7 yrs.| 4 0 each 





16 0 


+ 48yre | 7 15 








a & 
“4, R rt-gard £ 6. £ 8. 
yrs.| 6 0 35 0 
yrs.) 9 0 47 10 


yrs.|10 10 each] 62 8 (wkly.) 


182 12 (wkly.) 
48 2 (wkly.) 
50 Oin hand 
sO 

83 4 (wkly.) 
39 © (wkly.) 
169 0 (wkly.) 


5 Oeach| 65 0 (wkly.) 


49 0 
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HAMPSTEAD, N.W. 
The Childs-hill-house Estate, a most attractive residential 
or building property, comprising a capital residence, 
with park-! surroundings of 23 acres, Early | 


mn. 
RS. TUCKETT & SON are instructed 
to SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, E.C., on 
THURSDAY, JUNE 20th, an exceptionally attractive 
FREEHOLD ESTATE, being one of the best-known 
—— properties upon the verge of Hampstead. 
com ing the extremely comfortable residence 
neo as Childs-hill-house, with its matured gardens and 
pleasure grounds, extensive lawns, stabling, cottages, 
and — surrounded by boldly undulating, 
park-like grass land, adorned with much fine timber, 
which might at once, either as a whole or in part, be 
developed for building, and with the advantage of early 
possession. 

Particulars of Maresco Pearce, Esq., Solicitor, 1, 
Abchurch-yard, E.C. ; or (with orders to view) of Messrs. 
Tuckett & Son, Land Agents, Surveyors, &c., 2, Basing- 
hall-street, London, E.C. 

AM COURT ROAD and NOTTING HILL. 
Valuable Freehold and Leasehold Investments. 
ESSRS. OAKLEY FISHER & CO. wilt 
ae. by AUCTION, at the MART, E.C 
WEDNESDAY, JUNE 12th, at ONE o’clock precisely, the 
px a cap ent INVESTMENTS 


FREEHOLD.—42, Fitroy-street, Fitecoy-equare, annual | | 


value £75; and 74, Grafton-street, Tottenham-court-rvad, 
let on lease at £60, rising to £70. 

LEASEHOLD.28 and 30, St Lawrence-road, Notting- 
hill, let on agreement at £40 per annum each, and held for 
over 71 years unexpired at a ground-rent of £9 each. 

Particulars at the Mart ; of Messrs. Scadding & Bodkin, 
Solicitors, 23, Gordon-street, W.C. ; and at the Auctioneers’ 
offices, 105, Charlotte-street, Fitzroy-square, Ww 


MESSRS. STIMSON & SONS, 
eers, Surveyors, and Valuers, 
8, oonoaTE — BANK, E.C., 


NEW KENT. ROAD, 8.E. 
ite the Elephant and Castle). 
vorigh SALES are held at the Mart, 
Tokenhouse-yard, City, on the second and last 
Thursdays in each month and on other days as occasion 


ma: 4 

& SONS undertake SALES and LETTINGS 
PRIVATE TREATY, Valuations, Surveys, NegotiatioS 
iverships in Chancery, Sales by Auction 
of and Stock, Collection of Rents, &c. Separatn 
printed Lists of House Property, Ground-Rents for Sale, 
and Houses, &c., to be Let, are issued on the Ist of each 
month, and can be we gratis on . or free by 
m “for two stamps. lt a or insertion. Tele- 

whic address, ‘ Baerab>. pdm og ad 


SALE DAYS FOR THE YEAR 1895. 


| MV ESSES. FAREBROTHER, 
CLARK, & CO. beg 


ELLIS, 


held at the Auction Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, near 
| Bank of England, E.C. :— 
Thurs., June 13 Thurs., July 25 
Wed., June 19 Thurs., Aug. 1 
Thurs., June 27 Thurs., Aug. 15 
Thurs., July 11 Thurs., Aug. 29 
Thurs., July 18 | Thurs., Sept. 12 Thurs., Dec. 5 
Thurs., Sept. 26 Thurs., Dec. 12 
Other eegemnennaes for immediate Sales will also be 
arrang 
Meme. Farebrother Ellis, Clark, & Co. publish in the 
advertisement columns cf ‘‘ The es’? every Saturday 
a list of their forthcoming Sales ~ Auction. They 
also issue from time to time schedules of properties to be let 
or sold, co = ger | landed and residential estates, farms, 
freehold and leasehold houses, City offices and warehouses, 
ground-rents, and investments generally, which will be 
forwarded free of charge on eS <r —— Fleet- 
street, Temple-bar, and 18, Old 


SALE APPOINTMENTS —¥ a 
SSTABLISHED 1843. 


V ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 
(syecessors to Marsh, Milner, & Co.) conduct 
| PERIODICAL SALES on the first Thursday in each 
month throughout the year, at the MART, Tokenhouse- 
yard, E.C., of 
REVERSIONS (Absolute and Contingent). 
Life Interests and Annuities, 
Life Policies. 
Shares and Debentures. 
Mortgage Debts and Bonds, and 
Kin Interests 
Sales of Estates, Town and Country Houses, Building 
Land, Investments, Ground-rents, Business Premises, &c., 
will also be held every month. The following are the dates 
fixed for 1895 :— 
June 19. | August 14. November 7. 
July 4. | September 5. November 20. 
July 17. | October 3. December 5. 
August 1. | October 16. December 18. 
Vendors and purchasers are invited to communicate with 
the Auctioneers, 6, Poultry, London, E.C. 


ESSRS. H. GROGAN & CO., 101, Park- 
street, Grosvenor-square, beg to call the attention of 
intending Purchasers to the many attractive West-ind 
Houses which they have for Sale. Particulars on applica- 
tion. Surveys and Valuations attended to. 


Thurs., Oct. 10 
Thurs., Oct. 24 
Thurs., Nov. 14 
Thurs., Nov. 28 














to announce that the following 
| rey s have been fixed for their SALES during the year - 


AUCTION SALES. 

ESSRS. FIELD & SONS’ AUCTIONS 
take place MONTHLY, at the MART, and include 

every description of House Property. Printed terms can 
be had on application at their Offices. Messrs. Field & 
Sons undertake surveys of all kinds, and give special 
igen to Rating and Compensation Claims. Offices, 

64, Borough High-ctrest, and 52, Chansery-lane, Wc. 





REVERSIONS. 


Aw REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY "Y (Limited). 


24, LINCOLN’S INN INN FIELDS, W.C. 


Cuatnuaxy—Epwarp James Bevin, Esq., =¢ 
Depury-CHarRMan — Joun Bs Esq. ~» @. 
REVEBSIONS and Life Int d 
mediate and Deferred Annuities granted in exchange for 
Reversionary and Contingent Interests. 
LOANS may also be obtainod on the security of Rever- 
sions. 
Prospectuses and Forms of Proposal, and all further in- 
formation, may be had at the office. 
C. B. CLABON, Secretary. 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE Aohd MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Judicial Bench, Corporation of Lo: , &e. 








ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town 
Clerks, and Clerke of the Peace. 


Corporation tobes, University and Clergy Gowne. 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 











SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION, 


For the Relief of Poor and Necsstous Solicitors and Proctors ia England and Wales, and their Wives, Widows, and Families, 


CNSTITUTED 1858.) 








THE THIRTY-FIFTH ANNIVERSARY FESTIVAL 


THE WHITEHALL ROOMS, 


OF THIS ASSOCIATION WILL BE HELD AT 


HOTEL METROPOLE, LONDON, 


On FRIDAY, the 21st of JUNE, 1895, at Seven o'clock p.m. precisely. 
Sir RICHARD NICHOLSON in the Chair. 


LIST OF STEWARDS. 


Henry Arriezz, Esq., London. 

R. M. Bracucrort, Beq., London. 

H. C. Beppor, Esq., J.P., Hereford. 
W. F. Buianpy, Esq. , Reading. 

W. B. Broox, Esq., London. 

D. Travers Burrs, Esq., Bristol. 

G. Roppam Bury, Esq., London. 
Sran.tey CHarMan, Esq. M.C.C., London. 
H. Morten Corron, Esq., London. 
Grantuam R. Dopp, Esq., London. 
Roszert L. Devonsurre, eq., London. 
Ropert Exrett, Esq., Cirencester. 
Lewis Emanvet, Esq., London. 

Cuarxes Gasquet, Esq., London. 
Samvuzt Harnis, Esq., Leicester. 
Bovrcutzer F. Hawxsiey, Esq., London. 
Avovstvus Hextpsr, Esq., Whitehaven. 


pain and Subscriptions to be included on the Festival List are neil) solicited. 
will be happy to hear from members of the profession who may desire 


| W. H. Herserr, Esq., London. 

| T. J. Hoorgsr, Esq., Biggleswade. 
Joun Hunrsr, Esq., London. 
F. W. Insert-Terry, Esq., Aston, Stevenage. 
Henry Kiupsr, Esq., M.P., London. 
T. Luanwarns, Esq., Hereford. 
Epwin Low, Esq. . London. 
F. Kynaston Mercatrg, Esq., London. 
¥F. P. Morrert, Esq., Oxford. 
J. VERNON Mvsorave, Esq., London. 
A. J. Newton, Esq., London. 
J. A. Nicuoison, Esq., York. 
Sir Tuomas Partne, London. 
R. Pennincton, Esq., J.P., London. 
T. J. Prrrieip, Esq., London 
J. Prion, Esq., London. 
Wii M, — Bea, London. 


| C. Watton SawsrincE, Eeq., London. 
| T. Skewgs-Cox, Esq., J.P., Richmond. 
| Wiii1aM Smart, Esq., Harlesden. 
Sipney Sarru, Eeq., London. 
| Epwarp J. STANNARD, Esq., London, 
| T. H. Srepuens, Esq., Cardiff. 
| J. Rxoinatp Symonps, Esq., Hereford. 
A. Griwwoop Taxton, Beds Derby. 
| R. W. Tweenpiz, Esq., London. 
| J. J. E. Venntnc, Exq., Devonport. 
| W. Metuoru Watrers, Esq., London. 
| C. Ponsonny Witmer, Esq., London. 
Sir J. T. Woopnovss, Hull. 
Harry Woopwarp, am: -» London. 
| Sir R. H. Wyatt, D.L., J.P., London. 
| 





to add their names to the above List of Stewards. 


The Secretary 
Dinner Tickets (25s. each) may be obtained of any of the Stewards, or at the Offices of the Association, 9, Clitford’s-inn, London, E.C. 





a ll RE iat tS 


J. T. SCOTT, Secretary. 











